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PARTITION—IMPRO VEMENTS BY CO-TENANT. 
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In an equitahle partition, co-tenants are entitled to 
compensation for whatever improvements may be al- 
jowed for, without a cross-bill, as incident to the partition, 





tions @ under the general prayer for relief. So held under the 
of a Ohio statute by Judge Sage, of the United States Circuit 
ir dy. i Court for the Southern District of Ohio, in the case of Mc- 
equi- Claskey v. Barr, Ohio Decisions, 1 Fed. Cas. 76. The 
- such court say: 
: “In Miles v. Caldwell, 69 N. S. (2 Wall.), 35, 44; bk. 
OF re- i 17 L. ed. 755, 759, the Supreme Court held that a claim 
hee in MH for improvements made upon land in good faith by the 
vings complainant must depend wholly upon the statutes of 
Missouri, in which State the lands were situate. In 
direc.  bucher v. Railroad Co., 125 U. S. 555, bk. 31 L. ed. 795; 
nts o sc. 8 Sup. Ct., 974, Justice Miller, delivering the opinion 
; ofthe court, said: ‘It is well settled that where a course of 
lat the IM decisions, whether founded upon statute or not, have be- 
as to M come rules of property as laid down by the highest courts 
mn oc- 4 of the State, by which is meant those rules governing the 
hat of fm descent, transfer or sale of property, and the rules which 
fale, affect the title and possession thereto, they are to be 
4H treated as laws of that State by the federal courts.’ 
steney “The authorities to the same effect are collected in 
t they anote to sec. 375, on page 779, Fost. Fed. Pr., (2d ed). 
ithout # We must look then, first to the decisions with reference 
ne de #4 to improvements made by the Supreme Court of Ohio, 
Rolk ( 20d applicable to this case. 
: Sab “In Taylor v. Foster, 22 Ohio, St., 255, tenants in 
common held real esfate under a will, which devised it to 
¢ Eng. @ them in fee-simple, but subject to the contingency that if 
jat the HF either of them died without issue the survivor should take 
‘or the Mm the whole estate. One of them having made permanent 
or them mprovements on the land while the other was a minor, 
y hold and without knowledge of the character of the title, 
mortgaged his interest in the real estate to secure a loan 
od the of money, and died without issue. The Supreme Court 
other Hf held that the improvements passed with the land under 
the will, to the surviving tenant, and that neither the land 
y bya nor the improvements could be subjected, under the 
red for mortgage, to the payment of the mortgage debt. Judge 
f their HF Day, in announcing the opinion of the court (the syllabus 
asant@# from which the above statement is taken being, under 
corpo @@ the rules of that court, the authoritative statement of the 
S trus HH points decided), said that it was claimed that the improve- 
1olders ments were made by Foster in good faith, believing him- 
ble in- @ self to be a. joint owner of the land, and that, therefore, 
n such on principles of natural justice, he had an equitable in- 
tton, 2% terest in the land to the amount of one-half of the value of 
; Bank the improvements, and added: 
J. 189; “*The principle relied upon is undoubtedly recog- 
hoff ¥. 4% nized by courts of equity when resort is had to them for 
| Over- i relief against a party in possession of land, who has made 
ined by improvements under a belief of ownership of the land; 
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for in such cases a party seeking equity must do equity. 
But this is not that case. Here a party, at best standing 
in the shoes of a tenant out of possession, invokes equi- 
table relief. In Putnam v. Ritchie, 6 Paige Ch. (N. Y.) 
390, Chancellor Walworth said that he had not “been able 
to find any case, either in this country or in England, 
Where the court of chancery had assumed jurisdiction to 
give relief to a complainant who has made improvements 
upon land, the legal title to which was in the defendant, 
where there has been neither fraud nor acquiescence on 
the part of the latter, after he had knowledge of his legal 


rights.”’ See also Corbett v. Laurens 5 Rich. (S. C.) Eq. 
301 




























































“The judge then proceeded to say that it was well 
settled that no compensation could be had where the im- 
Pfovements were made with notice of the true state of the 
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title. In that case Foster knew the nature of the title, 
and, to say the least, was sufficiently advised of its charac- 
ter to put him on guard as to its true legal effect and it was 
held that improvements could not be subjected to the 
claim of his mortgage. 

“There are three reported cases in Ohio in which 
the right to equitable relief to improvers of real estate was 
recognized by the Supreme Court. The first is Bomber- 
ber v. Turner, 13 Ohio St. 263; s. c.82 Am. Dec.438. In that 
case lands fraudulently transfered by the instrumentality 
of a judicial sale descended to the heirs of the alienee, 
who, ignorant of the fraud, assigned the same to one of 
their number, who took possession, paid taxes, and in 
good faith made valuable improvements. A judgment 
creditor filed his petition to set aside the transfer for 
fraud, and subject the premises to the payment of his 
judgment. The court held that the heir, who, innocently 
and in good faith, had made the improvements for the 
benefit of the estate, was entitled to be equitably com- 
pensated out of the proceeds of the sale, which was or- 
dered. The court held that the fraud of the ancestor, of 
which the heir was ignorant when the improvements 
were made, should not deprive him of compensation for 
his expenditures ; especially where the laches of the credi- 
tor left him for a series of years in possession of the 
premises, thereby inducing belief that his title was indis- 
putable. 

“In Preston v. Brown, 35 Ohio St. 18, it was held 
that the act for the relief of occupying claimants of land 
operates only in cases where the defendant in possession 
has been evicted by a title both paramount and adverse. 
A similar ruling has been made in other cases, and it is 
the settled law of Ohio. The occupying claimant law 
therefore has no bearing upon this case. In Preston 
v. Brown, Supra., the court recognized the rule of the 
common law, subject to certain exceptions, that all erec- 
tions or improvements made upon real estate become a 
part of the freehold, and the property of its owner. The 
court said that: 

““Among the exceptions to the rule are those that 
arise at law, under the act for the relief of occupying 
claimants, and under the act creating liens in favor of me- 
chanics in certain cases; and in equity in particular cases, 
where the provisions of the statute do not apply. It 
also seems to be settled that a bona fide occupant, sued by 
the owner of the premises for rents and profits, may at 
common law recoup the value of the meliorations by him 
made while in the occupancy of the premises.’ 

“The court allowed the improvements also upon the 
application of the rule that, if an owner of an estate stands 
by and suffers another, acting in good faith, and without 
notice of his title, to place improvements thereon which 
add permanent value to the estate, such improvements 
will constitute a lienthereon. 2 Story Eq. Jur., sec. 1237. 

“The third case is Young v. Heffner, 36 Ohio St. 
232. That was a suit in partition. The plaintiff, the 
owner in fee simple of two undivided. sevenths of a farm, 
had been absent and unheard of for nearly thirty years, 
when proceedings for partition were instituted by per- 
sons who would have been his heirs had he then heen 
deceased. Under these proceedings, the premises, not be- 
ing divisible without manifest injury to the value thereof, 
were sold by order of the court, and bid off by the defend- 
ant, who was the owner of the other five-sevenths of the 
farm, and who, after the purchase, made valuable im- 
provements thereon. It was held that the defendant, by 
his purchase, acquired no title to the interest of the plaint- 
iff in the land, but that in the partition he was entitled to 
the benefit of the improvements he had made to the ex- 
tent that they enhanced the value of the premises. The 
court said that, whether the circumstances under which 
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the plaintiff left his home and remained absent were such 
as to authorize the presumption of his death at the ex- 
piration of seven years was not material, since that pre- 
sumption, whenever it arises from any length of time, is 
but prima facie, and is wholly rebutted whenever it is 
made to appear that the person whose death is thus pre- 
sumed is still living. That was a cause in which the de- 
fendant who had made the improvements had no notice 
of the title of the plaintiff, and on the other hand had the 
right to presume that the plaintiff was dead.” 








The Supreme Court of South Dakota, in the case of 
Limander v. Longstaff, 63 N. W. Rep. 775, hold that the 
wife, although living with her husband, is the head of the 
family within the meaning of the homestead exemption 
laws. The court say: 

“The statute places the husband primarily at the 
head of the family, because the creator, in his infinite 
wisdom, endowed man with superior physical strength; 
but when from infirmity, misfortune or dissipation, he is 
no longer able to provide for himself and family, and the 
responsibility is shifted to the shoulders of the wife, the 
legislature has not deprived her of the exemption right, 
and, at the same time, imposed the responsibility of sup- 
porting her husband and mantaining the home and fam- 
ily. The evidence in this case, which is practically undis- 
puted, sufficiently shows that the plaintiff had saved from 
her earnings as a midwife $500, with which she purchased 
the stock of boots and shoes levied upon by the defendant 
sheriff, and at the time of the seizure, and for about four 
years prior thereto, had been engaged in retail trade; that 
her husband was without means, and afflicted with an in- 
curable disease, which had for some years rendered him 
unable to perform manual labor or successfully attend to 
business; that the plaintiff had supported the children of 
which the family was composed and maintained her hus- 
band out of the money obtained from the business in 
which she was engaged; and the boots and shoes valued 
at $750, scheduled and claimed by her as exempt, were 
‘all the property which she attempted to withhold from 
creditors. It is clear from an examination of all the stat- 
utory provisions relating to the subject of exemptions 
that the legislature did not intend to confer upon the head 
of the family, apart from the family itself, any individual 
consideration or benefit; but the statute is designed to 
protect the family, and when the husband has ceased to 
be the head of the family, either by death, abandonment 
or infirmity, and the wife, by reason thereof, has of neces- 
sity assumed, as a matter of fact, that responsible relation, 
the law, recognizing existing conditions, allows her, as 
the head of the family, to claim the exemptions withheld 
from the invasion of judicial encroachment.” 





It is a well settled rule of law that where a water com- 
pany enters into a contract with a city to furnish water to 
extinguish fires, such company will not be liable to the 
owners of private property destroyed by fire through its 
failure to furnish water according to its contract with the 
city, and no action can be maintained by such property 
owners for the reason that there is no privity of contract 
between the parties to the action. So held by the Su- 
preme Court of Texas, in the case of House v. Houston 
Water Works Company, 31 S. W. Rep. 179; citing Nick- 
erson v. Bridgeport Hydraulic Co., 46 Conn. 24; Fowler 
v. Athens City Water Works Co., 83 Ga. 219;s.c.9S. E. 
Rep. 673; Fitch v. Seymour Water Co. (Ind.), 37 N. E. 
Rep. 982; Davis v. Clinton Water Works Co., 54 Iowa, 
59 s.c.6 N. W. Rep. 126; Eaton v. Fairbury Water Works 
Co., 37 Neb. 546; s. c. 56 N. W. Rep. 201; Wainwright v. 
Queens Co. Water Works Co., 78 Hun (N. Y.), 146; s. c. 
28 N. Y. Supp. 987; Beck v. Kittanning Water Co. (Pa.), 
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11 Atl. Rep. 300; Foster v. Lookout Water Co., 3 Lea 
(Tenn.), 42; Britton v. Green Bay & Ft. Howard Water 
Works Co., 81 Wis. 48; s. c. 51 N. W. Rep. 84. In sucha 
case it makes no difference that the ordinance granting the 
franchise stipulates that the company shall supply the city 
and its inhabitants with sufficient water to put out fires, or 
that it shall maintain the water at a certain pressure. 
Fowler v. Athens City Water Works Co., 83 Ga. 219; s., ¢. 
9 S. E. Rep. 673; Eaton v. Fairbury Water Works C3 7 
Neb. 546; s. c. 56 N. W. Rep. 201; Britton v. Green Bay 
& Ft. Howard Water Works Co., 81 Wis. 48; s. c. 51 N. 
W. Rep. 84. Neither will a statute requiring the pipes 
to be kept charged with a certain pressure, give such right 
of action. Atkinson v. Newcastle and G. Water Works 
Co., 2 Exch. Div. 441; s. c. 21 Moak, Eng. Rep. 541, re- 
versing L. R. 6 Exch. 404. The fact that the city has 
raised a sufficient fund by taxation to which the plaintiff 
contributed, to pay for the sufficient supply of water for 
use in case of fire will not enable the plaintiff in such a 
case to maintain an action against the company. Becker 
v. Keokuk Water Works, 79 Iowa, 419; s. c. 44 N. W. Rep. 
694; and neither will the fact that the citizens pay a pres- 
sure tax to the water company under the contract with the 
city. Hossmon vy. Trenton Water Company, 119 (Mo), 
304; s. c. 24 S. W. Rep. 784. 

It is well settled by a number of adjudications that itis 
beyond the power of a municipality to contract by ordi- 
nance or otherwise with an individual or company, to in- 
demnify a citizen and taxpayer for damages which he may 
sustain by reason of a failure to furnish water as provided 
in the contract, so as to enable the citizen to main- 
tain an action therefor in his own name; nor 
is such power conferred by a statute authorizing 
cities to contract for the building and operation 
of water works by individuals or companies. See Van- 
horn v. City of Des Moines, 63 Iowa 447; s. c. 19 N. W. 
Rep. 293; Becker v. Keokuk Water Works, 79 Iowa 4109; 
s. c. 44 N. W. Rep. 694; Mott v. Cherrydale Water & 
Mfg. Co., 48 Kan. 12;s. c. 28 Pac. Rep. 989; Phoenix Ins. 
Co. v. Trenton Water Co., 42 Mo. App. 118. And it 
seems that in such a case the municipality has no such in- 
terest in the property destroyed as to give it a right of 
action against the water company, and for that reason the 
owner of the property destroyed cannot maintain an ac- 
tion against the company as assignee of the right of action 
of the municipality. Ferris v. Carson Water Co., 16 Nev. 


44. 





The compiled statutes of Nebraska, annotated 1895 
(Seventh Ed.), by Hiland H. Wheeler, of the Lincoln, 
Nebraska, bar, published by the State Journal Company, 
of Lincoln, Nebraska, on examination is found to contain 
several serious errors, among which may be noticed the 
interpolating on the top of page 373, a full line of foreign 
matter as follows: “In said mortgages or deeds of trust, 
and shall be notice to all the world of the rights,” so that 
the passage, which is from section 126 of the general cor- 
poration act, reads as follows: “Every corporation, pre 
vious to the commencement of any business, except its 
own organization, when the same is not formed by legisla- 
tive enactment, must adopt articles of incorporation ‘in 
said mortgages or deeds of trust, and shall be notice to 
all the world of the rights,’ and have them recorded in the 
office of the County Clerk of the county or counties m 
which the business is to be transacted in a book kept for 
that purpose.” - This is rank-nonsense. By omitting the 
interpolated line printed in single quotation we have 
the text of the law. Several errors of this kind occur 
the volume, showing the unmistakable evidence of great 
haste and inexcusable negligence in its preparation. 
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The Supreme Court of Missouri held in the recent 
case of Hite v. The Metropolitan Street Railway Com- 
pany, 32 S. W. Rep. 33, that there can be no recovery in 
an action for injury resulting from being thrown from a 
cable car while it was rounding a curve in the road, the 
evidence showing that the accident was caused by a lurch 
of the car on account of the speed which was necessary to 
carry the car around the curve. In passing upon the 
question the court say: 

“It is insisted by plaintiff that the evidence adduced 
by her made out a prima facie case, which entitled her to 
a verdict, unless overcome by defendant, which was a 
question for the jury. This is unquestionably the law 
where there is any substantial evidence introduced on the 
part of a plaintiff to sustain the allegations in the petition, 
as the authorities cited by counsel for plaintiff in their 
brief abundantly show, but is not the law where the facts 
necessary to be proven in order to entitle plaintiff to re- 
cover are merely inferential or conjectural. The evi- 
dence clearly showed that the only way the cars could be 
operated around the curve where the accident happened 
was by the speed of the cable, and that the lurch or lunge 
which precipitated plaintiff from the car was incident to 
its operation, and could not be avoided. These facts 
were undisputed. Therefore, the demurrer to the whole 
evidence should have been sustained. There is no evi- 
dence upon which to predicate the verdict, and it was the 
plain duty of the trial court to have sustained the de- 
murrer thereto, as well, also, as to have set the verdict 
aside, on motion of defendant, because of the want of evi- 
dence to support it? The interposition of the demurrer 
at the close of the case requires us to review the evidence 
taken as a whole (Hilz v. Railway Co., 101 Mo., 36, s. c. 
13 S. W. Rep. 946); and, when this is done, there can be 
but one conclusion and that is that the plaintiff was not 
entitled to recover. ‘When the evidence is of that char- 
acter that the trial judge would have a plain duty to per- 
form in setting aside the verdict as unsupported by the 
evidence, it is his duty and prerogative to interfere before 
submission to the jury and direct a verdict for the de- 
fendant’ (Jackson v. Hardin, 83 Mo., 175; Powell v. Rail- 
road Co., 76 Mo., 80; Reichenbach v. Ellerbe, 115 Mo., 
588; s. c. 22 S. W. Rep. 573).” 


A person who signs an instrument without reading 
it, when he can read, cannot, in the absence of fraud, de- 
ceit or misrepresentation, avoid the effect of his signa- 
ture, because not informed of the contents of the instru- 
ment. The same rule would apply to one who cannot 
read, if he neglects to have it read or to inquire as to its 
contents. This is the clear-cut manner in which the Su- 
preme Court of Alabama, in the case of Beck & Pauli 
Lithographing Co. v. Houppert, 16 So. Rep., 522, reiter- 
ates the wholesome doctrine that a person cannot take ad- 
vantage of his own yng or negligence. 

This well-settled rule is based upon the sufficient 
reason that in such case ignorance of the contents of in- 
struments is attributable to the party’s own negligence. 
But the rule is otherwise where the execution of an in- 
strument is obtained by a misrepresentation of its con- 
tents; where the party signed a paper he did not know 
he was signing, and did not really intend to sign. It is 
immaterial, in the latter aspect of the case, that the party 
signing had an opportunity to read the paper, for he 
may have been prevented from doing so by the very fact 
that he trusted to the truth of the representation made 
by the other party with whom he was dealing. 








Sir Thomas Browne defines laughter as that “sweet 
contraction of the zygomatic muscles excited by unex- 
pected jocundities.” 








Now that the codes of New York are being revised, 
there is one provision of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
which the State Legislature should repeal or amend at 
it next session. It is the law allowing courts, in certain 
cases, to allow an accused criminal to be released on bail 
pending trial, while witnesses in the same case may be 
locked up in jail, and held until the cause is called for 
trial. Within two years the New York County Grand 
Jury has found persons who had been confined in jail as 
witnesses for more than two months, bail having been re- 
fused, while the criminal was enjoying his liberty under 
small bail. It frequently happens that important wit- 
nesses are strangers, and are, therefore, unable to secure 
bail. Nothing tends more to discourage persons from be- 
coming willing witnesses. No man wants to be shut up 
in prison for one or two months, possibly for a longer 
time, being thus unable to attend to his business and en- 
joy his usual liberty, for the sake of convicting somebody 
charged with a crime in which he may not have the 
slightest personal interest. Consequently, many citizens, 
and this has been found to be the case in New York city 
especially, keep their eves closed to an assault or robbery, 
having learned by experience that otherwise they may be 
called upon to give testimony, and, possibly, shut up in 
prison until the case comes to trial. No attention has 
been paid to the recommendation of the New York Grand 
Jury, and it seems as if the case were one which the Legis- 
lature might properly consider. 





In proceedings taken under the generai statute 
(chap. 83, e. How. Stat.) providing for the taking of prop- 
erty for public use, the determination of the Recorder’s 
Court is conclusive upon the question of whether the 
antecedent steps were properly taken. When the owner 
of the property has the opportunity to have a hearing, 
the determination of the court that the proceeding is 
properly instituted is conclusive in all collateral proceed- 
ings. 

: So held by the Supreme Court of Michigan in the 
case of Scotten v. City of Detroit, 64 N. W. Rep. —; s. ¢. 
2 Detroit Legal News 509, citing Lewis on Eminent Do- 
main, sec. 605, and Van Fleet on Collateral Attack, 62; 
Dyckman v. The Mayor, 5 N. Y. 434; Bordman v. De- 
troit, 6o N. W. Rep. 696; Sehmer v. People, 30 IIl., 601. 





The ancient philosophers regarded the world, some 
as a stage, others as a playground; but it is more properly 
a battle-ground, and you and I are soldiers, who must 
fight if we expect to win. 





Do not follow the beaten path. It has become hard 
by others who have gone that way. Step out upon the 
untrodden sod, and cut a new course across the field of 
fortune. 





There are persons who spend more time m mourning 
over lost opportunities than they employ in trying to ac- 
cept their present chances. 





If, when one undertook a certain thing, he resolved 
firmly to accomplish his purpose, failure would be im- 
possible. 





The pessimist cries out: “The world’s against me,” 
and never realizes that he himself is his worst enemy. 





If we really had the ability we think we have, we 
would all be Solomons. 





Success is not born of luck, but is the product of 
well-developed plans. 
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ADVERSE POSSESSION. 


Adverse possession of a water right for seven years is not suf- 
ficient to establish title by prescription. Moss v. Rose, 
(Oreg.) 41 Pac. Rep. 666. 

One who asserts title to a Mexican grant by adverse ession 
has the burden of showing a specific grant prior to the 
sage 4 of his patent. Tuffree v. Polhemus, (Cal.) 41 Pac. 

ep. 806. 

Possession and occupancy of a wood lot is sufficient evidence of 
adverse intent though it is not fenced or otherwise inclosed, 
where the farm with which it is connected was occupied 
adversely. Adams v. Clapp, (Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 911. 

Retaining possession to a line supposed to be the division line 
does not constitute adverse possession when supposed line 
ison other premises. Davisv. Caldwell, (Ala.)18So0. Rep. 103. 
Bat it is said thai where a grantee holds land not described 

in his deed, his possession is adverse, though under the 
mistaken belief that the land was described in his deed. 
Woodward v. Faris, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 781. 

The permissive holding «f a vendee in possession is not con- 
verted into an adverse holding by having tenants cutting 
firewood. Sample v. Reeder, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 214. 

The remaining of land within the enclosure of the grantor with 

\ other lands of his does not constitute adverse possession. 

Ivy v. Buddingfield, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 139. 

Title by adverse possession cannot be asserted by one who has 
failed to pay the taxes on the property. Tuffreev. Polhemus, 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 806. 

Where a father, holding land in trust for his son, conveys it, as 
his own property, to one without notice, prescription runs 
from ion under the conveyance, as against the minor. 
McCrary v. Clements, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 657. 

But where a son holds land adversely to his father, and con- 
veys it to his wife and children, his possession is no 
longer exclusive, though he remains on the land with 
the grantees. Burch v. Burch, (Ga.) 22 8S. E. Rep. 718. 

APPEAL. 


Adjustment of costs by a clerk of court is not a judgment from 
which an appeal lies. State v. Town Council of Beaufort, 
(S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 719. 

An assignment of error is submitted without argument, the er- 
ror will be deemed waived. McCutchen v. McCutchen, (Ind. 
Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 324. 

An excepti6n requiring a review of all the evidence will not be 
considered. Marshall v. Creel, (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 597. 

An exception that a decree is contrary to law and the evidence 
is too general. Peeples v. Cummings, (S. C.) 228. E. Rep. 730. 

Argumentative exceptions will not be considered on appeal. 
Hall v. Hall, (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 777. 

Assignment that the court erred in not granting one of three 
motions, without specifying the particular ruling com- 
plained of, is too indefinite. National Fertilizer Co. v. Hol- 
land, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 170. 

Certificate of the clerk to the transcript being materially defec- 
tive, the appeal will be dismissed. Ramsey v. Wells, (Fla.) 
18 So. Rep. 181. 

Copies of the evidence, certified by the clerk, but not submitted 
to the judge, will not be considered. United States v. Choc- 
taw, O. § G. R. Co., (Okla.) 41 Pac. Rep. 729. 

Defect in a motion for rehearing, in failing to state the name 
and residence of counsel, is not jurisdictional. Houston § 
T. C. R. Co. v. Davis, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 8. W. Rep 163. 

Error in the admission of evidence is harmless where there is 
unobjectionable evidence to the same facts. Ohio § M. Ry. 
Co. v. Tabor, (Ky.) 32 8. W. Rep. 168. 

Error in the exclusion of a question is harmless where the same 
evidence is elicited by other questions. McDonald v. Mc- 
Donald, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 336. 
Or the subsequent admission of other similar evidence. 

Brewer v. McCain, (Colo. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep, 822. 
Failure to call the attention of the court to a motion for rehear- 
ing does not constitute an abandonment of it. Houston ¢ 
T. C. R. Co.v Davis, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 8. W. Rep. 163. 
Filing of a proper bond in lieu of one void for ambiguity does 
not perfect the appeal. Centerville § K. Irrigation Ditch Co. 





v. Bachtold, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 813. 
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Finding cannot be reviewed when not appearing in the bill of 
evenet. Bridgeport Lumber Co. v. Ladd, (Ala.) 18 So, - 


p. 165. 

Findings by the court will not be disturbed, unless without 
evidence to sustain them. Marshall v. Creel, (8. C.) 228, 
E. Rep. 597. 

Findings of fact by the court on legal issues are not reviewable, 
Peeples v. Cummings, (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 730. 

General order of the court continuing all pending motions con- 
tinues a motion for rehearing delivered to the clerk, but 
not filed by him. Houston § T. C. R. Co. v. Davis, (Tex, 
Civ. App.) 32 8. W. Rep. 163. 

Instraction erroneously allowing oe damages is harm- 
less, where it does appear that such damages were not al- 
lowed. Spencer v. Murphy, (Colo. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 841. 

Judgment excessive because of the allowance of interest, ma 
be modified on appeal. City of Santa Barbara v. Eldred, 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 410. 

Judgment of non-suit taken at the suggestion of the court is 
subject to review on writ of error. Koons v. Bryson, (C. C. 
A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 297. 

Judgment will not be reversed for error as to one question in- 
volved, where the error can be remedied by amendment of 
the decree. McClair v. Huddart, (Colo. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 832, 

Motion for judgment on the pleadings, made for the first time 
on appeal, will not be considered. United States v. Choctaw, 
O. & C. R. Co., (Okla.) 41 Pac. Rep. 729. 

Motion to dismiss an appeal on the ground that the order ap- 
pealed from is not appealable cannot be sustained pending 
a@ motion to dismiss on the ground that the appeal has not 
been perfected. Centerville & K. Irrigation Ditch Co. v., 
Bachtold, (Cal.) 41.Pac. Rep. 813. 

No evidence is a part of the record unless made so by being em- 
bodied in a bill of exceptions or case made. United States v. 
Choctaw, O. & G. R. Co., (Okla.) 41 Pac. Rep. 729. 
Affidavits and other evidence not brought up by case made 

or bill of exceptions wil] be stricken from the record. Id. 

Objection that the court erred in its charge relating to cer- 
tain letters will not be considered where the letters are 
notintherecord. Brooks v. Guyer, (Vt.)32 At). Rep. 722. 

Where the evidence is not brought up, the court will not 
examine as to whether the judge erred in sa the 
judgment he did. United States v. Choctaw, O. § G. RB. 
Co., (Okla.) 41 Pac. Rep. 729. 

Written opinion by the district judge, in which are some of 
the affidavits used at the hearing, the decree statin 
that the proofs are made a part of the record, is insuf- 
ficient to bring the evidence up for review. Id. 

Notice of appeal being ineffectual is no ground for dismissal 
where it is accordance with long-established practice. Tate 
v Hamlin, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 356. 

ATTACHMENT. 

Affidavit of the amount of the debt over all set-offs “and” coun- 
terclaims sufficiently complies with the requirement that it 
shall state the amount of the debt over all set-offs ‘‘or” 
counterclaims. O’Conor v. Roark, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 465. 

Affidavit to state the principal indebtedness, without mention 
of interest and costs. 

Attachment of chattels requiring separate seizures takes pre- 
cedence of a mortgage filed the same day as to such chattels 
only as were in the hands of the officer before the filing. 
Maxwell v. Bolles, (Oreg.) 41 Pac. Rep. 66}. 

In intervention, a charge that, if at the time of the levy the 
property was not in defendant’s possession, verdict must be 
for claimant, was erroneous. Jordan v. Collins, (Ala.) 18 
So. Rep. 137. 

Non-resident’s stock in a corporation organized under the laws 
of one state cannot be attached in another state. Jreland v. 
Globe Milling & Reduction Co., (R. 1.) 32 Atl. Rep. 921. 

One claiming a lien on personalty, though having a prior right, 
cannot, on a summary motion, recover from another an 
amount paid to him by the sheriff out of a fund which both 
the partiesclaimed. Garrison v. Webb, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 297. 

Property in the hands of a garnishee is in custodia legis, and 
not subject to garnishment. Barton v. Spencer, (Okla.) 41 
Pac. Rep. 605. 

Where a jury in intervention does not separately assess the ar- 
ticles, it will be presumed to have been impracticable. 
Jordan v. Collins, (Ala.) 18 So Rep. 137. 

Where an intervever claims under a right of stoppage in transitu, 
evidence is admissible of the solvency of the vendee. 

Bayonne Knife Co. v. Umbenhauer, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 175. 

Where the property is claimed by a third person, evidence as to 
consideration paid is admissible, Troy Fertilizer Co. v. 
Norman, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 201. 

The fact that such claimant is the mother of the defendant 
does not compel her to make unusual proof of good 


faith. . 
BANKS AND BANKING. 

An action by a creditor may be brought in his own behalf and 
in behalf of all other creditors against all stockholders 
liable to any of the creditors. Harper v. Carroll, (Minn.) 
64 N. W. Rep. 145. 
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CARRIERS. 


CONTRACTS. 





Liability of a bank to the depositor for the value of property 
deposited for safe-keeping, and embezzled by the cashier. 
Merchants’ Nat. Bank v. Carhart, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 628. 

Where plaintiff made a special deposit, to be paid on the joint 
check of certain persons, and the conditions of payment 
were not complied with for 16 months, the depositor could 
recover the same from the bank. Bank of Le Roy v. Hard- 
ing, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 680. 


A carrier, to escape liability for injuries to cattle in a car which 
a break in the floor would reasonably cause, must show that 
they were not so caused. Ohio § M. Ry. Co. v. Tabor, (Ky.) 
32 8. W. Rep. 168. 

Carrier’s liability for passenger’s baggage continues, after 
reaching its destination, until the owner has reasonable 
time to call for it, though it be delivered to a warehouse- 
man. Pennsylvania v. Liveright, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 350. 

Carrier not liable for injuries to a passenger by an employee 
not in the scope of his employment. Goodloe v. Memphis § 
C. R. Co., (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 166. 

Combination rate made by adding to a competitive through rate 
charged between a point of shipment and a trade center a 
noncompetitive local rate charged between such trade cen- 
ter and a local station beyond is not a violation of inter- 
state commerce act. Interstate Commerce Commission v. Ala- 
bama Midland Ry. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 227. 

Expressman who delivers a trunk at the depot to the baggage 
agent, and tells him to whom it belongs, is not liable for its 
loss. Anniston Tranafer Co. v. Gurley, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 209. 

Freight arriving at the usual time, and held for delivery, in the 
absence of a contrary custom, the carrier is liable only as a 
warehouseman. Almand v. Georgia Railroad § Banking Co., 
(Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 674. 

Goods shipped over a connecting line delayed, and there is no 
evidence that the last carrier caused the delay, it is not 
liable therefor. Id. 

In the determination of what are trade centers, the competition 
between great lines of transportation must be considered. 
Interstate ComMmerce Commission v. Alabama Midland Ry. Co., 
(C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 227. 

In the presence of competing lines, the circumstances and con- 
ditions are not the same as where there are no competing 
lines, and no questions of reduced rates between different 
and distant points to be considered. Id. 

Liability of a carrier for damages resulting from the transpor- 
tation of diseased animals. Rouse v. Youard, (Kan. App.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 426. 

Passenger ejected for failure to comply with a reasonable rule 
of a railroad ——y: cannot recover therefor. Decker v. 
Atchison, T. § 8. F. R. Co., (Okla.) 41 Pac. Rep. 610. 

Passenger placing himself in a box car instead of the caboose of 
a freight train, is guilty of contributory negligence. 
Atchison, T. §& S. F. R. Co. v. Johnson, (Okla. ) 41 Pac. Rep. 641. 

Railroad company is not required to observe the “utmost care 
and diligence.” Hast Tennessee, V. § G. Ry. Co. v. Miller, 
(Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 660. 

Presumption of negligence in favor of a passenger in case of 
injary is not disturbed by ashowing of ordinary care. Id. 

Where the evidence shows a theft of valuables from a passenger 
in a sleeping car, and that the property was stolen by an 
employee, a nonsuit is properly denied. Pullman’s Palace 
Car Co. v. Martin, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 702. 

Where the injury received by a passenger was not caused by the 
negligent act of the servants of the carrier, no recovery can 
be had therefor. Hast Tennessee, V. f& G. Ry. Co. v. Green, 
(Ga.) 22 S. E. Rep. 658. 


Complaint in an action against a vendee of gravel for breach of 
contract, in his failure to retarn a lighter in which the 
gravel was delivered, need not show negligence by defend- 
ant. Tindall v. McCarthy, (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 734. 

Condition precedent to-the delivery of certain notes is waived 
where the maker orders them delivered before such condi- 
tion is performed. Witmer Bros. Co. v. Weid, (Cal.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 491. 

Contract by a state to pay a contingent fee on the collection of 
a claim against the United States is not void as against 
public polivy. Davis v. Commonwealth, (Mass.) 41 N. E. 
Rep. 292. 

Contract not contrary to public policy when made, a change in 
public policy will not affect it. Stephens v. Southern Pac. 
Co., (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 783. 

Stipulation in a lease exempting a railroad company from 
liability for fire caused by the lessor is not void, as against 
public policy. Id. 

Vendor of goods may maintain an action against the vendee for 
breach of contract to return the lighter in which the goods 
were delivered, though plaintiff was not the owner of the 
lighter. Tindall v, McCarthy, (S. C.) 228. E. Rep. 734. 

Where a county treasurer loans county funds as his own, he 
cannot enforce the security taken therefor. Winchester 





Electric Light Co. v. Veal, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 334. 


Where notes were to be delivered on the construction of a road, 
a claim of damages for failure to construct in time is waived 
by the delivery of the notes. Witmer Bros. Co. v. Weid, 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 491. 

Where persons agree that a proposed contract shall be made in 
writing, neither is bound until the writing is made and 
signed. Spinney v. Downing, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 797. 


CORPORATIONS. 


Claims for labor and materials or supplies furnished to a merely 
private corporation, such as a mining company, are not en- 
titled to priority over the mortgage bonds of such corpora- 
tion, or over a vendor’s lien on its property. Snirely v. 
Loomis Coal Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 204. 

Corporate creditor cannot waive a default by the directors in 
failing to file the statement required by law, and avail him- 
self of a similar default in the followiug year to prevent the 
running of the limitation against his claim. Colorado Fuel 
§ Iron Co. v. Lenhart, (Colo. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 834. 

Corporation is not liable on notes made in its name by its vice- 
president, who is not authorized by statute or by law to 
sign notes, and who is not accustomed in the us course 
of business to do so, and the proceeds of which notes are 
either retained by such vice-president or used in paying 
apparent obligations of the corporation created solely for 
ea benefit. Morris v. Griffith § Wedge Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. 

ep. 131. 

Corporation which has gone out of business cannot be sued. 
Jones v. Spartanburg Herald Co., (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 731. 

Judgment ousting a corporation from usurping certain fran- 
chises does not dissolve the corporation so as to allow the 
appointment of a receiver under Code Civ. Proc. § 565. 
Yore v. Superior County of City and County of San Francisco, 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 477. 

Directors owning all of the stock of a corporation may authoriz® 
its president to sell-the assets. Jordan v. Collins, (Ala.) 18 
So. Rep. 137. 

Liability of a stockholder who acquired his stock by purchase, 
and not as an original subscriber. Stockton Combined Har- 
vester § Agricultural Works v. Houser, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 809. 

Subscriber to the stock of an unorganized business corporation 
can withdraw, if he exercises the right before the corpora- 
tion is organized and his subscription is accepted. Bryant's 
Pond Steam Mill Co. v. Felt, (Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 888. 

Subscriber to the capital stock of a corporation may sue without 
assessments being made. Northwood Union Shoe Co. v. Pray, 
(N. H.) 32 Atl. Rep. -770. 

Treasurer of a corporation has no implied power to make notes 
in its name. Oak Grore § Sierra Verde Cattle Co. v. Foster, 
(N. M.) 41 Pac. Rep. 522. 

Where the statute relating to corporations confers on a corpora- 
tion power to enact by-laws for certain purposes, it cannot 
enact by-laws for other purposes. Jreland v. Globe Milling 
& Reduction Co., (R. I.) 32 Atl. Rep. 921. 

Where the stock of a corporation is transferred to a trustee to 
be issued to subscribers on payment therefor, such fact is no 
defense to an action on a subscription. Northwood Union 
Shoe Co. v. Pray, (N. H.) 32 Atl. Rep. 770. 


DEEDS. 


Caveat clause at the end of an unambiguous description stand- 
ing alone does not enlarge the specific grant. Reed v. 
Knighte, (Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 870. 

Descriptions applicable to either of two tracts, evidence of the 
surrounding circumstances is admissible. Scates v. Hender- 
son, (S. C.) 22 S. E. Rep. 724. 

Quitclaim deed made after warranty deed by the same grantor, 
of the same premises, conveys no title, though the warran 
deed was not recorded. Reed v. Knights, (Me.) 32 Atl. 
Rep. 870. 

Where > deed describes land as of a certain amount, one of the 
boundaries which is erroneous may be rejected. Scates v. 
Henderson, (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 724. 


EMINENT DOMAIN. 


Forcible seizure of private property for a public use is illegal, 
prior to the payment of compensation. Chattanooga Termi- 
nal Ry. Co. v. Felton, (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 273. 

In a suit for land taken for a railroad, and damages, where the 
complaint asks for payment within a certain time or on de- 
fault for a writ of possession, a judgment giving a lien is 
proper. St. Lowis, 4. § T. Ry. Co. in Texas v. Henderson, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 32 S. W. Rep. 143. 

Making a switch connection with a private manufacturing en- 
terprise in order to handle their freight does not constitute 
a public use. Chattanooga Terminal Ry. Co. v. Felton, (C.C.) 
69 Fed. Rep. 273. 

Neither a temporary flooding of lands nor increased danger from 
fire during construction, nor an anticipated change in the 
current of the stream, is a proper subject of compensation, 
in the absence of statute, in a paseeetiing to condemn lands 
for a lock and dam on a river. High Bridge Lumber Co. v. 
United States, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 320. 
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EQUITY. 


EVIDENCE. 





Power of a city to condemn the rights of a turnpike vompany in 
a road within the corporate limits of a city. Vernon Shell 
Road Co. v. City of Savannah, (Ga.) 22 S. E. Rep. 625. 


Attempt to involve an affirmative defense in a denial of the 
averments of the bill, by expanding the denial beyond the 
scope and meaning of such averments, is inadmissible, and 
the matter is subject to exception. Osgood v. A. S. Aloe In- 
strument Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 291. 

Bill to set aside a deed for fraud will not be dismissed for laches, 
when brought within seven years from the conveyance. 
Edwards v. Richards, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 690. 

Chancery rule requiring the register to note a submission for 
hearing does not apply to an interlocutory application for 
areceiver. Jackson v. Hooper, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 254. 

Equity cannot determine whether a road board created under 
statute is legally constituted. Bergen Traction Co. v. Town- 
ship Committee of Ridgefield, (N. J. Ch.) 32 Atl. Rep. 754. 

Exception for impertinence must be allowed in whole or not at 
all. Osgood v. A. S. Aloe Instrument Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. 
Rep. 291. 

Infancy pleaded as a defense to a bill to foreclose a mortgage, 
to entitle plaintiff to a decree on the ground of ratification, 
the facts Po Beary Perea must be pleaded. Ameri- 
can Freehold Land Mortgage Co. v. Dykes, (Ala.) 18 So. 
Rep. 292 

Junior incumbrancer cannot, in equity, enforce the senior in- 
cumbrance for the payment first of the senior debt, and then 
of his own ; his remedy being to redeem the Jand from the 
senior incumbrance, and then enforce his lien for imburse- 
ment and the satisfaction of his demand. Mims v. Cobbs, 

(Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 369. 

Lapse of time, not sufficient to bar the corresponding legal 
remedy, will not constitute laches barring a suit in equity. 
Waller v. Nelson, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 154. 

On a bill to set aside a deed as procured by fraud, it was error 
to make defendant’s vendee a codefendant. Edwards v. 
Richards, (Ga.) 22 8. E. a 600. 

On a bill to have a certain fand distributed, all parties interest- 
ed therein should be made defendants. Crowell v. Cape Cod 
Ship Canal Co., (Mass.) 41 N. E. Rep. 290. 

Right of defendants, in answering the amended bill, to set up 
the same defensive matters as alleged in their original 
answer. Ladd v. Smith, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 195. 

Where a tenant for life and a remainder-man unite in a sale of 
the estate, without providing for the division of the pro- 
ceeds, the division nfay be made by a court of equity. 
Thompson v. Thompson, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 247. 


Contract for laying brick being silent as to the manner of mea- 
surement, parol evidence is admissible to show the custom 
by which the measurement may be determined. Richlands 
Flint Glass Co. v. Hiltebeitel, (Va.) 22 8. E. Rep. 806. 

Conversation had 12 feet from plaintiff is inadmissible, it not 
being shown that he heard it. Josephi v. Furnish, (Oreg.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 424. 

Defendant bringing into court copies of letters written to its 
agent, who had absconded, plaintiff can introduce the 
copies in evidence. German-American Bldg. Ass’n v. Droge, 
(Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 397. 

Ex-parte certificates are not admissible as depositions or as 
documentary evidence. American Freehold Land Mortgage 
Co. v. Dykes, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 292. 

Inexperienced man’s ability to couple cars for the first time is 
not a matter for opinion evidence. Boland v. Louisville § 
N. R. Co., (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 99. 

Information which the jury obtains from view is not of the 
character of controlling evidence. City of Junction City v. 
Blades, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 677. 

Insurance policy being plain, parol evidence as to the intent of 
the parties is inadmissible. Home Ins. Co. of New Orleans 
vt. Harrington, (Ga.) 22 S. E. Rep. 666. 

Layman is incompetent to give expert testimony as to a disease 
of animals, though he may have seen animals treated for 
such disease, and have read books on the subject. Rouse v. 

Youard, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 426. 

Non-expert witnesses who have merely seen a street crossing at 
which an accident happened cannot give an opinion as to 
whether it was safe. City of Junction City v. Blades, (Kan. 
App.) 4 Pac. Rep. 677. 

Note reeiting that it was given for value received may be shown 
to have been given to prevent a criminal prosecution. 
Groesbeck v. Marshall, (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 743. 

Oaths of listers certified to have been taken on a certain day 
may be shown by parol to have been taken on another date. 

Wilmot v. Lathrop, (Vt.) 32 Atl. Rep. 861. 

Offer of compromise is inadmissible to establish a debt. Gibbes 
v. McGraw, (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 790. 

Parol evidence is admissible to show that a note was executed 
on condition that it should not be deemed as delivered until 
also executed by another person as comaker. McCormick 


a 


Parol evidence is not admissible to show that the second gop. 
tract in relation to the sale of a patent was made in gop. 
sideration that the vendor would be relieved from his liahjj. 
ity, assumed in the first contract, in guarantying the valig, 
ity of the patent. Sandage v. Studebaker Bros. Manuf’g (y 
(Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 380. 

Party having possession of a writing, who does not produce jt 
or account for its absence, cannot prove its contents, thong) 
the other party did not give notice to produce it, Phillipy 
v. Americus Guano Co., (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 104. 

Question at issue is one of fact, within the comprehension of 
reasonably intelligent men, expert evidence thereon jg jp. 
admissible. Georgia Railroad § Banking Co. v. Hicks, (Ga) 
22 S. E. Rep. 613. 

Replevin by one claiming to have bought goods at a reasonab) 
value, defendant may show that they were worth more thay 
the sum named, to show fraud. Josephiv. Furnish, (Oreg) 
41 Pac, Rep. 424. 

Scientific books are inadmissible to prove the opinion of experi 
announced therein. Johnston v. Richmond § D. R. Co., (Ga) 
22 S. E. Rep. 694. 

Signature to a a not in evidence cannot be proven in orde 
to establish the genuineness of a disputed signature. Bowg 
v. Jones, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 400. 

Testimony of general carefulness is too remote to raise presump. 
tion that it has been exercised in a given case. City o/ 
Junction City v. Blades, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 677. ~ 

Value of the ce aed of a corporation, as returned for taxation, 
though not conclusive, is competent evidence of the valy 

of such property. Vernon Shell-Road Co. v. City of Savannai, 
(Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 625. 

Warrant annexed to a commitment of a tax assessment to th 
collector being torn from the books, its contents may 
shown by parol. Gerry v. Herrick, (Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 88. 

Witness only knowledge as to an indebtedness is that it is ut 
out in a certain contract, he cannot testify thereto. Gible 
v. McCraw, (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 790. 

Witness who is not an expert cannot testify that a given perm 
is insane, without stating the facte on which the opinion 
based. Welch v. Stipe, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 670. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. 

Buyer paying an adequate price, the burden is on plaintiff 
show fraud on the seller’s part and knowledge of it on th 
buyer’s. Jordan v. Collins, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 137. 

Debtor may give a preference to his wife. National Bank of te 
Republic v. Dickinson, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 144. 

Evidence that the vendors had expended large sums in ther 
business is admissible to show that a sale was not made it 
contemplation of insolvency. Troy Fertilizer Co. v. Norma, 
(Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 210. 

General intention being to defraud the seller's creditors, th 
buyer, if he knows of it, is charged with the fraud. Jorda 
v. Collins, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 137; Kansas Moline Plow (v.t. 
Sherman, (Okla.) 41 Pac. Rep. 623. 

Notice to a creditor at the time of the creation of his debt of1 
fraudulent conveyance by the debtor does not estop his 
from having the conveyance set aside. Echols v. Peurruy, 
(Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 250. 

Preference by an insolvent corporation to a bona fide creditors 
valid. West v. Hanson Produce Co., (Colo. App.) 41 Ps. 
Rep. 829. 

A preference by a corporation to its officers the effect d 
which is to relieve them of their individual liability 
does not render the preference invalid. Id. 

Presumption of fraud from continued possession is overcome 
proof that the vendors held as agents of the vendee. IW 
Fertilizer Ce. v. Norman, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 201. 

Rights of judgment creditor to proceed by bill to have a sube 
quent alleged fraudulent transfer of stock by the jadgmett 
debtor to his wife set aside. Ladd v. Smith, (Ala.) 18% 
Rep. 195. 

Sale in secret trust, frandulent as to creditors. Jordan v. (# 
ling, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 137. 


HOMESTEAD. 


Assignment of homestead in lands of an intestate does not aft 
the rights of the heirs. Stewart v. Blalock, (S. C.) 228. 
Rep. 774. 

Declaration of homestead inures to the benefit of the wil 
though she be insane or is without knowledge of the decla® 
tion. Security Loan § Trust Co. of Southern Californis* 
Kavffman, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 467. 

Existence of a judgment lien superior to homestead rights of! 
widow does not deprive her of the right to a hom 
allotment. Jackson v. Sheffield, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 106. 

Homestead rights must be determined by the law in force wh# 
debts were contracted by the owner. Stewart v. 
(8S. C.) 22 8, E. Rep. 774. 
Homestead set apart to minor children, where the fat 

and mother are dead, is discharged from all debts. lé 

Homestead which has been arly set apart cannot be whired 





Harvesting Mach. Co. v. Faulkner, (S. D.) 64 N. W. Rep. 163. 
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= eee sale thereof. Rodgers v. Baker, (Ga.) 22 8. E. 

ep. 585. 

Wife being insane at the time of executing mortgage on home- 
atead, the mortgage is void. Thompson v. New Lngland 
Mortgage Security Co., (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 315. 

Woman other than the mortgagor’s wife joined in the execution 
of the mortgage on the homestead does not prevent the 
mortgagor’s lawfal wife from claiming the mortgage to be 
void as to the homestead. Security Loan § Trust Co. of 
Southern California v. Kauffman, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 467. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. 


Coverture does not affect the ratification of a purchase made 
while an infant. American Freehold Land Mortgage Co. v. 
Dykes, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 292. 

Nor limit the power of a married woman to contract under 
emancipatiory statutes. Goodrich vr. Atlanta Nat. Build- 
ing § Loan Asa’n, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 585. 

Husband, as his wife’s agent, having possession of notes belong- 
ing to her, induces her to indorse them, and he sells them 
and uses the proceeds himself, she has no ground for annul- 
ling the sale unless she was deceived by her husband with 
knowledge of the purchaser. Waller v. Nelson, (Ala.) 18 So. 
Rep. 154; Same case, 60 AMERICAN BANKER 2064. 

Husband and wife are both liable for expenses of the family, 
the acceptance of the husband’s note for such expenses re- 
lieves the wife of liability. Kelly v. Canon, (Colo. App.) 41 
Pac. Rep. 833. 

Married woman covenants in a mortgage to secure the note of 
her husband to pay the debt, it creates a personal liability 
against her. Campbell v. Snyder, (Oreg.) 41 Pac. Rep. 659. 

Married woman to repudiate a contract to purchase chattels 
after = payment though her separate property could not 
be held for the deferred payment. Pitts v. Elser, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 32 8S. W. Rep. 146. 

Property purchased with community funds is conveyed, by di- 
rectiqn of the husband, to the wife as her separate estate, 
the a will operate as the gift from him to her. 
Wright v. Wright, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 695. 

Wife permits her husband to retain the proceeds of sales of tim- 
ber cut from her separate land without requiring from him 
a promise to account, a presumption arises that they con- 
— a gift from her tohim. Ladd v. Smith, (Ala.) 18 So. 

ep. 195. 


INJUNCTION. 


Bond to pay all damages sustained, though not a statutory bond, 
is a bindiog obligation. Barrett v. Bowers, (Me.) 32 Atl. 
Rep. 871. 

Does not cover counsel fees in defense of the suit. Id. 

Injunction will lie by a water taker against a water company to 
prevent the shutting off water because of non-payment of a 
disputed installment of waterrent. Wood v. City of Auburn, 
(Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 906. 

Preliminary injunction may be made to operate on a receiver, 
his officers and agents, and all persons claiming in privity 
with him. Chattanooga Terminal Ry. Co. v. Felton, (C. C.) 
69 Fed. Rep. 273. 

Property owner will be enjoined from altering the grade of a 
private ~~ to the HAY of the other abutting land-owners. 
Swan v. Colville, (R. 1.) 32 Atl. Rep. 854. 

Propriety of restraining an action of ejectment by the purchaser 
at execution sale, on the ground that the land was a home- 
stead, and that such defense could not be prosecuted in the 
ejectment suit. Gunn v. Hardy, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 248. 

Right of a part owner in a way to restrain an obstruction there- 
of by another. Bentley v. Root, (R. I.) 32 Atl. Rep. 918. 

Suit to set aside a deed, an injunction will not be granted to 
prevent the defendant from conveying the property to any 
other person. Williams v. Harris, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 682. 

Where the acts sought to be restrained are being performed by 
a corporation, an injunction does not lie to the stockholders 
of such corporation. Dieter v. Estill, (Ga.) 228. E. Rep. 622. 

Where the only effect was to restrain defendants from commit- 
ting trespass, on dissolution they are not entitled to reim- 
bursement for expenses incurred. Dole v. Hickey, (N. H.) 
32 Atl. Rep. 761. 


JUDGMENT. 


Action is not a bar when the parties are not the same and the 
cause of action is different. Hill v. Crocker, (Mg.) 32 Atl. 
Rep. 878. 

Complaint in an action on the judgment of a justice must allege 
that summons was issued or that there was an appearance. 
Shockney v. Smiley, (Ind. dnp) o N. E. Rep. 348. 

Garnishee cannot attack the validity of a judgment against 
defendant in a proceeding to enforce it unless the judgment 
is void on its face. White v. Simpson, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 151. 

Judgment by default will not be set aside unless defendant 
shows a good defense. Becker v. Huthsteiner, (Ind. Sup.) 41 
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Judgment in an action under an unconstitutional statute is not 
void. Brandhoefer v. Bain, (Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 213. 

Judgment in foreclosure barring a junior incumbrancer will not 
be set aside after time for sre oe has expired, where 
the judgment debtor knew of the judgment during that 
time and made no attempt to reo Becker v. Huth- 
steiner, (Ind. Sap.) 41 N. E. Rep. 323. 

Judgment may be amended to conform to the description of the 
plaintiff as shown by the complaint. Garner v. Garner, 
(Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 169. 

Judgment rendered holding certain deeds free from usury and 
binding on defendant, the judgment is conclusive as to the 
validity of the deeds, in an action by the wife of the de- 
fendant to sustain a homestead set apart in such lands after 
such judgment. Ezzard v. Estes, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 713. 

Judgment without satisfaction against a street railway for de- 
fects in the street is not a bar to a suit against the city for 
= — injury. Clereland v. City of Bangor, (Me.) 32 Atl. 

ep. 892. 

No defense to an action on a judgment that the debtor has been 
arrested on execution and discharged on giving bond and 
disclosure. Jones v. Jones, (Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 778. 

Stay of execution stays the running of the statute limiting the 
duration of the lien of the judgment. Mercantile Trust Co 
v. St. Louis & 8. F. Ry. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 193. 

Where an administrator was before the court in a foreclosure 
suit, his successor cannot, in ejectment against the pur- 
chaser at the sale, claim that the decree is invalid because 
the administrator failed to answer, and no decree pro con- 
fesso was entered against him. Hunter v. Shelby Iron Co., 
(Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 107. 

Where, on motion of plaintiff to supply lost papers, copies of 
the original petition and answer of one defendant were filed, 
but neither the answer nor cross petition of another defend- 
ant were restored, and judgment was rendered against him 
without his knowledge, it will be set aside on motion. 
Stewart v. Beckner, (Ky.) 32 8. W. Rep. 140. 


m it. 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF. 


Admission by a debtor that he owes the debt, that it has never 
been paid, and that he would have to pay it if demanded, 
removes the bar of the statute. Slaughter v. Slaughter, 
(Del. Sup.) 32 Atl. Rep. 857. 

Limitations as against a claim for damage resulting from the 
unskill fulness of an attorney run from the date of the breach 
of duty, and not from the time when the resulting injury is 
ascertained. Gould v. Palmer, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 583. 

Where it is not apparent on the petition that the action is 
barred, limitation as a defense must be pleaded in the 


answer. Hanna v. Emerson, (Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 229. 


NEGLIGENCE. 


Action for a it is not error to admit evidence tendin 
to show that the agent by whom the accident was ca 
was intoxicated, though such intoxication is not pleaded as 
a specific act of — Northern Pac. R. Co. v. Craft, 
(C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 124. 

Action for injury by coming in contact with a fallen electric 
wire, evidence of notice of its defective condition is admis- 
sible. Denver Consolidated Electric Co. v. Simpson, (Colo. 
Sap.) 41 Pac. Rep. 499. 

Action for personal injuries, plaintiff need not show both negli- 
gence on defendant’s part and absence of negligence on his. 
Johnston v. Richmond § D. R. Co., (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 694. 

Evidence that an electric wire was detached from its fastenin 
and hung down in an alley, endangering public travel, is 

rima facie evidence of negligence. ver Consolidated 
lectric Co. v. Simpson, (Colo. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep. 499. 

Failure of one working on a ladder in the middle of the street 
to have some one guard the ladder will not bar recovery 
from injuries caused by a horse left unhitched in the street. 
Jones v. Belt, (Del. Super.) 32 Atl. Rep. 723. z : 

Liability of the owner of premises to one injured while passing 
over the premises in the night-time, because of a dangerous 
excavation thereon. Hutson v. King, (Ga.) 22S. E. Rep. 615. 

Maintaining electric wires in public streets the care to be exer- 
cised in commensurate with the public danger. Denver 
oe Electric Co. v. Simpson, (Colo. Sup.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 499. 

Persons attempting to cross a railroad track without looking 
and listening are presumed to be | oe 4 of negligence. 
Smith v. Maine Cent. R. Co., (Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 967. 

Railroad company which fails to signal at a crossing until the 
locomotive comes so close to a person driving on the high- 
way that his horse takes fright, and injury results, is liable 
therefor. Bowen v. Gainesville, J. § 8. R, Co., (Ga.) 22 8. 
E. Rep. 695. ; 

Where one of two independent contractors obstructs a highway, 
he alone is liable to the city for rea paid by it to one 
injused by such 0 tions. City of Manchester v. Warren, 
(N. H.) 32 Atl. Rep, 7 ‘ 

Where the facts are such that reasonable men may differ on the 
question of negligence, that question should be submitted 
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to the jury. Evansville St. Ry. Co. v. Meadows, (Ind. App.) 
41 N. E. Rep. 398. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


Action against a corporation on a note it is error to strike out a 
verified plea denying its execution by any authorized aN 
son. Oak Grove § Sierra Verde Cattle Co. v. Foster, (N. M.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 522. 

Action on a note and to foreclose a collateral mortgage plaintiff 
is entitled to a judgment on the note, though the at 
being on the homestead, is void because not executed by 
the wife. Security Loan §& Trust Co. of Southern California 
v. Kauffman, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 467. 

Action on a note executed by the treasurer of a corporation, 
evidence that he had never executed other netes is admis- 
sible. Oak Grove § Sierra Verde Cattle Co. v. Foster, (N. M.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 522. 

Complaint alleging that plaintiff is the holder of the notes as 
the surviving wife of the payee is en on general demurrer. 
Fant v. Wickes, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 8S. W. Rep. 126. 

Complaint in an action by the payee of a bill against the 

awee, on an oral acceptance, need not allege funds in the 
hands of defendant to meet the bill. Spurgeon v. Swain, 
(Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 397. 

Note payable on or after a certain date is due at any time after 
such date. Brookshire v. Allen, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 S. W. 
Rep. 164. 

Note delivered by one who has executed the same on the condi- 
tion that it should not be deemed to be delivered until it is 
executed by another person, named as a comaker,, cannot 
be enforced, unless also executed by such other person. 
McCormick Harvesting Mach. Co. v. Faulkner, (S. D.) 64 N. 
W. Rep. 163. 

Note payable a certain time after demand, no action arises until 
a demand and the subsequent lapse of the period of limita- 
tion. Cooke v. Pomeroy, (Conn.) 32 Atl. Rep. 935. 

Note payable to the order of the maker, and delivered by him 
indorsed, is transferable by delivery, without further in- 
dorsement. Bank of Lassen County v. Sherer, (Cal.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 415. 

Oral acceptance of a billisvalid. Spurgeon v. Swain, (Ind. App.) 
41 N. E. Rep. 397. 

Possession of a note indorsed in blank by the payee is evidence 
of title. Newmarket Sav. Bank v. Hanson, (N. H.) 32 Atl. 
Rep. 774. 

Sufficiency of the complaint in an action on promissory notes 
without alleging a specific promise to pay. Quigley v. Arte- 
burn, (Ky.) 32 S. W. Rep. 165. 

Taking up a note by check is prima facie payment, it may not 
be if done in pursuance of an agreement for renewal to be 
effected by paying the first note and giving another to be 
immediately discounted. McElwee v. Metropolitan Lumber 
Co., (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 302. 

Validity of a note payable to the order of the maker, and in- 
dorsed by him with proper spelling of his name, is not ef- 
fected by the fact that in signing the note the ‘‘s” was 
omitted from his name, ‘‘Josiah.” Bank of Lassen County v. 
Sherer, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 415. . 

Where defendant gives his note to another, and at the same 
time takes the other’s note for the same amount, he is a 
principal, and not a surety. Newmarket Sav. Bank v. Han- 
son, (N. H.) 32 Atl. Rep. 774. 

Where defendant in an action by the assignee of an overdue 
note claims a set off, plaintiff may show that the item of 
set off was originally allowed in another claim of the as- 
signor against defendant. Dingley v. Gifford, (Me.) 32 Atl. 
Rep. 974. 

Where the payee of a note executed without consideration in- 
dorses it to a creditor, he cannot set up want of considera- 
tion in an action brought after the account is barred by 
limitations. Carter v. Bolin, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 S. W. 
Rep. 123. 

NEW TRIAL. 


Granting of a motion for a venire de nova extends to all issues, 
and cannot be confined toa part only. Wysong v. Nealis, 
(Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 388. 

Filing of a motion for a new trial, together with a brief of the 
evidence, within the time prescribed, is sufficient to make 
the motion, for the purpose of keeping it alive till the final 
hearing, a valid one, though the brief was not approved. 
— Railroad § Banking Co. v. Pool, (Ga.) 22 8. E. 

. 631, 

Motion for a venire de novo can only be entertained when the 
verdict is defective on its face. Waterbury v. Miller, (Ind. 
App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 383. 

Venire de novo should be awarded for ambiguity and un- 
certainty in findings by the court. Wysong v. Nealis, 
(Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep: 388. 

Motion for new trial will be dismissed where the brief of evi- 
dence is not submitted until after the judge has forgotten 
the evidence. Heller v. De Leon, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 578. 

New trial for newly discovered evidence is properly refused 
where it could have been obtained at the trial by reason- 





able diligence. Bayonne Knife Co. v. Umbenhauer, (Als.) 18 
So. Rep. 175. 

New trial will not be granted fir newly discovered evidence 
which ought not to change the result. Davis v. Dodson, 
(Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 645. 

New trial will not be ted for surprise where the party fails 
to notify the court of the surprise. Bayonne Knife Co. r. 
Umbenhauer, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 175. 

New trial will not be — to enable objection to be made to 
the jurisdiction of the court. Mulcahey v. Lake Erie § W. 
R. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 172. 

Party >| for a new trial is not entitled to notice of the 
time of hearing. Shafer v. Hewitt, (Colo. App.) 41 Pac, 
Rep. 509. 

Right of movant to amend his motion for a new trial at the 
hearing. Central Railroad § Banking Co. v. Pool, (Ga.) 22 
8. E. Rep. 631 

Statement on motion for a new trial failure to allege that the 
evidence is insufficient, the motion will not be granted on 
that ground. City of Santa Barbara v. Eldred, (Cal.) 41 
Pac. Rep. 410. 

Venire de novo should be awarded where a finding of fact states 

; merely conclusions, without sufficient facts to determine 
the issue involved. Wysong v. Nealis, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. 
Rep. 388. 

Where a motion is not made within three days after verdict, the 
court cannot review errors on the trial without a showing 
that the party had been unavoidably prevented from filing 
his motion in time. United States v. Choctaw, O. § G. R. Co., 
(Okla.) 41 Pac. Rep. 729. 

Where, by exercise of due diligence, newly discovered evidence 
would have been disclosed at the trial, a new trial is prop- 
erly denied. Walsh v. City of St. Paul, (Minn.) 64 N. W. 
Rep. 147. 


TRIAL. 


Action to foreclose a lien and for a general judgment, where the 
verdict is generally for plaintiff, but the finding as to the 
lien is insufficient, a verdict will be construed as again-t 
the lien, and judgment will be rendered for the debt only. 
Candler v. Farmers’ Loan § Trust Co., (Ga.) 228. E. Rep. 715. 

Court is not bound to give requested charges, the substance of 
which has been accurately and soundly stated in the gen- 
eral charge. Alabama G. 8. R. Co. v. O’Brien, (C. C. A.) 69 
Fed. Rep. 223. 

Court need not strike from a requested charge the part render- 
ing it defective, and givetheremainder. Mitchell rv. Charles- 
ton Light §& Power Co., (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 767. 

Court should define important technical words and phrases 
which are necessary for the jury to understand. City of 
Junction City v. Blades, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. ry 677. 

Directing the jury ‘‘‘o go back to their room and figure it out, 
and not allow the lawyers to tangle them,” is not reversible 
error. Asher Lumber Co. v. Lunsford, (Ky.) 328. W. Rep. 166. 

Discretionary to allow plaintiff, in connection with a cross- 
examination, to introduce, being defendant has rested, evi- 


dence made legitimate in rebuttal by the testimony already - 


introduced by defendant. Ranney v. St. Johnsbury § L. C. 
R. Co., (Vt.) 32 Atl. Rep. 810. 

Exceptions to ruliogs on evidence cannot be considered unless 
the case shows whether they are material. Smith v. Cali 
fornia Ins. Co., (Me.) 32 Atl. Rep. 872. 

Fact that the court instructed a jary as to the meaning of an 
ambiguous letter is no ground for reversal. Pitcher v. Lowe, 
(Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 678. 

Grounds of objection to the admission of evidence must be stated. 
Mahiat v. Codde, (Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 194. 

In a trial without a jury the admission of incompetent evidence 
is not reversible error. Scroggin v. Johnston, (Neb.) 64 N. 
W. Rep. 236. 

Instructions are properly refused where the probable effect 
thereof is to mislead the jury. Pitts v. Elser, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 32 8. W. Rep. 146. 

Instruction disregarding a pcrtion of the evidence is erroneous. 
Harmon v. Goodbar Shoe Co., (Miss.) 18 So. Rep. 118. 

Instruction indicating that a material fact in dispute does not 
exist is erroneous. City of Junction City v. Blades, (Kan. 
App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 677. 

Instruction limiting the jury, in determining the question at 
issue, to a portion of the evidence only, is properly refused. 
Model Mill Co. v. McEver, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 705. 

Instruction that when a party has introduced evidence satisfy- 
ing the jury that ‘‘more likely than not” certain facts exist 
he has established a preponderance of evidence, is not error. 
Groesbeck v. Marshall, (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 743. 

Instruction with no evidence to sustain it is erroneous. Pelley 
r. Willis, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 354. 

Misconduct of attorney for the prevailing party may avail, the 
court’s attention must have been called to the same at the 
time, and a ruling thereon obtained. Grn v. Houston, 
(Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 245. 

Not reversible error to repeat a proposition of law in charg- 
ing the jury. Id. 
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No error in examining a witness out of the presence of the jury 
to determine whether his evidence related to privileged 
communications. McDonald v. McDonald, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. 
E. Rep. 336. 

Objection that plaintiff did not establish certain facts is waived, 
where they were established by defendant’s testimony. 
Scates v. Henderson, (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 724. 

On offering evidence not prima facie relevant, its connection 
with other facts proposed to be a must be shown. 
Boland v. Louisville & N. BR. Co., (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 99. 

Propriety of sending the jury out for further consideration of 
the issues, where they have determined ouly a part thereof. 
Waterbury v. Miller, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 383. 

Refusal to give a general charge for defendant is not erroneous 
where there is proof tending to epee plaintiff’s case, al- 
though the preponderance of proof may appear to be against 
him. Alabama G. 8. R. Co. v. O'Brien, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. 
Rep. 223. 

Though a special plea on which an issue is formed is defective, 
evidence must be received on the issue, and it must be sub- 
mitted to the jury. Postal Telegraph Cable Co. v. Le Soir, 
(Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 266. 

Where a mortgage is introduced without objection, and its 
execution proven by defendant, he cannot thereafter urge 
that it has not been proved as required by law. New Eng- 
land Mortgage Security Co. v. Payne, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 164. 

Where a witness testifies in his deposition to a certain fact, 
there is no error in refusing to permit him, in rebuttal, to 
testify to the same fact. Bowen v. Jones, (Ind. App.) 41 N. 
E. Rep. 400. 

Where answers to special interrogatories show the damages in 
the general verdict not excessive, a motion for judgment for 
a smaller sum is properly overruled. Barley v. Brown, (Ind. 
App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 351. 

Where defendant submits the question of whether a declaration 
was privileged to the discretion of the witnesses, any ob- 
jection thereto is waived. Scates v. ITenderson, (8. C.) 22 8. 
E. Rep. 724. 

Where no objéction is made to the taking of papers to the jury 
room, any error is waived. Groesbeck v. Marshall, (8. C.) 22 
S. E. Rep. 743. 

Where no request is made, an omission to charge is not error. 
Jones v. Spartanburg Herald Co., (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 731. 

Where part of the evidence objected to generally bears directly 
on the issue, is no error in overruling the objection. Com- 
mercial Bank v. King, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 243. 

Where the cause of action set forth in the complaint is legal, 
and the defense alleged is equitable, it is not error to refuse 
instructions based on the equitable defense. Vaun v. Howle, 
(S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 735. 

Where the competent evidence required a finding for plaintiff, 
error in admitting other evidence was harmless. Vickery v. 
Chambers, (Ga.) 228 E. Rep. 688. 

Where the deed to plaintiff shows that the land in controversy 
is part of a certain plantation, and there is no issue on this 
point, it is error to instruct as to what the jury shall do if 
not satisfied that it is partofsuchland. Trager v. Shepherd, 
(Miss.) 18 So. Rep. 122. 

Where the special findings of fact retarned by the jury are in- 
consistent with the general verdict, the special findings 
control. Rouse v. Youard, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 426. 

VERDICT. 


Verdict including principal and interest, not specifying the 
amounts separately, is erroneous. Hubbard v. McRae, (Ga.) 
22 8. E. Rep. 714. 

Verdict good in anbstance may be amended, under direction of 
the court, at any time before affirmation, though the jury 
had separated after eelling it. Childs v. Carpenter, (Me.) 
32 Atl. Rep. 780. 

Where a verdict is acquiesced in until the time for motion for 
new trial is passed, it is too late to vacate the verdict. 
Candler v. Farmers’ Loan § Trust Co., (Ga.) 22S. E. Rep. 715. 





The Canada Law Journal calls attention to the “miserable 
political necessity of appointing men to the bench because they 
represent some sect or section.’”’ Surely, the writer says, the 
Supreme Court should be the strongest of all our courts, and 
should command the greatest confidence, whereas the opinion 
of the legal profession seems to be that though that court con- 
tains much valuable judicial material, it is not the strongest, 
does not command the greatest confidence, and is in many 
respects most disappointing and unsatisfactory. With Sir 


William Buell Richards at its head, the court did largely com- 
mand confidence, but now everything about it has an atmosphere 
of uncertainty, irritation and disquiet, which makes it anything 
but a pleasant place to attempt the argument of a point of law. 
The difficulty of getting good men to leave their own homes, 
etce., to accept a Supreme Court Judgeship is sufficiently great 
(and so far has been an impossibility) without emphasizing the 
pernicious practice of appointing men simply as r :pre vente t!ves 
of a community, a class, or a creed. 
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Cook v. Monroe (Supreme Court of Nebraska.) 


1. Dividends declared by a corporation upon shares of its 
stock belong to the parties in whose names the shares of stock 
are registered in the books of the corporation at the time the 
dividends are declared, but such dividends may be made the 
subject of a valid contract in like manner and to the same extent 
as other personal property. 

2. One who interferes with personal property not his own, at 
the instance and request, or by the authority of another, who is 
not the owner of the property, or authorized to act, is a wrong- 
doer, and, as such, liable to the owner of the property for his 
wrongful act. . 

3. The admitted, coupled with the undisputed facts in this 
case, fully warranted the trial court in directing the jury to re- 
turn a verdict for plaintiff for the amount claimed. 

Error to District Court of Washington County: 

Suit by Byron F. Monroe against Wesley J. Cook and another 
to recover the amount of a dividend. Judgment was for plain- 
tiff, and defendants bring errcr. Affirmed. 

F. W. Fitch and D. Z. Mummert, for plaintiffs in error. 
Jesse T. Davis and E. R. Duffie, for defendant in error. 

Harrison, J.—It is alleged, in substance, in the petition filed 
in this action, commenced in the District Court of Washington 
County, that on January 30, 1392, the defendant in error (plain- 
tiff in the District Court, and hereinafter referred to as plaintiff), 
was the owner of 20 shares of the capital stock of the Keeley 
Institute at Blair, Neb., of the face value each of $100, and on 
that day he sold and transferred the stock stated to Clement 
L. Hart, one of the plaintiffs in error (hereinafter called defend- 
ant and defendants), who, as a consideration of such sale and 
transfer of stock, executed and delivered to plaintiff his three 
certain promissory notes in the sum of $1,000 each, payable one 
in twenty days, one in six months, and one in one year after 
date, and also conveyed to plaintiff a quarter section of land sit- 
uated in Howard County. Some time hereafter defendant be- 
came dissatisfied with the trade, and began an action in the 
District Court of Douglas County against the plaintiff, praying 
that he might be enjoined from-selling or disposing of the notes 
and land, and that a decree be entered ordering the plaintiff to 
return the notes to the defendant Hart, and reconvey the land 
tohim. During the pendency of the injunction suit, the plaintiff 
sold and assigned one of the notes to E. H. Monroe, who com- 
menced an action in the District Court of Washington County 
against plaintiff and Clement L. Hart, to collect the amount due 
on the note. That on November 11, 1892, the plaintiff and the de- 
fendant entered into a stipulation by which their legal differ- 
ences arising out of the trade were settled and which was as 
follows: 

“Clement L. Hart, Plaintiff, v. Byron F. Monroe, Deft.—Stip- 
ulation of dismissal: It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and 
between the parties plaintiff and defendant in the above entitled 
cause, that this case be, and the same is hereby dismissed upon 
the following terms and conditions: (1) That the defendant 
herein return to the plaintiff the three certain promissory notes 
in plaintiffs described of one thousand dollars each, dated Blair, 
Nebraska, January 30th, 1892, and payable in twenty days, six 
months, and one year from the date thereof, respectively, to 
Byron F. Monroe, and signed by C. L. Hart, and re-deed and 
quitclaim.to the plaintiff the land in the plaintiff’s petition de- 
scribed, consisting of one hundred and sixty acres in Howard 
County, Nebraska, being the southeast one-fourth (44) of section 
twenty-nine, (29), township fourteen, (14), range nine, (9), west 
of the 6th P. M., as free from incumbrance, and bearing as good 
title as it did January 30th, 1892. (2) The plaintiff agrees to pay 
the costs now accrued in this cause and in the cause of Monroe 
v. Hart, in the District Court of Washington County, Nebraska, 
and return to the defendant the twenty certain shares of capital 
stock of the Keeley Institute at Blair, Nebraska, and assign the 
same to defendant, together with all accretions, interests, and 
gains thereto belonging, and pay to the defendant the sum of 
$175.00.” 

That, pursuant to the stipulation, the notes were returned 
to defendant, and the land reconveyed to him, the shares of the 
stock were assigned to plaintiff’s wife, the $175 paid, and the 
suits at law dismissed. On March 25, 1892, and during the time 
the shares of stock stood on the books of the Keeley Institute in 
the name of defendant and were in his possession, the institute 
declared a dividend, the owner of the shares of stock in question 
being entitled to the sum of $252.18, which amount remained in 
the treasury of the institute until January 4, 1893, and until after 
the stock was reassigned by defendant and returned to plaintiff. 
That on the 4th day of January, 1893, the defendant, Wesley J. 
Cook, by means of an order therefor, signed by his codefendant, 
drew the $252.18 from the treasury of the institute, and appropri- 
ated the same to his own use and benefit, and to the use and 
benefit of Clement L. Hart; and it is further charged that this 
was done with full knowledge on the part of Cook of the condi- 
tions of the agreement of settlem2nt between plaintiff and C. L. 
Hart, and was done for the purpose of cheating and defrauding 
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the plaintiff of the amount stated. Clement L. Hart filed what 
was denominated a special answer, which contained a plea to 
the jurisdiction of the court, on the grounds that the answering 
defendant was not a resident of Washington County, and not 
therein at the time the action was begun or the summons issued 
or served. That any service of process in the suit, issued from 
Washington County, and made upon him in Douglas County, 
was illegal and void; that Wesley J. Cook was not a proper 
party to the action, but was made a defendant for the sole pur- 
pose of obtaining service of process upon him in Washington 
County, that a summons might issue to Douglas County to be 
served there upon the answering defendant. 

Defendant Wesley J. Cook answered, admitting the declaring 
of the dividend on the date and in the sum stated in the petition, 
and alleging that at some date early in the month of January, 
1893, he was in Omaha on business of his own, and there met his 
codefendant, who informed the defendant that the dividend had 
been declared by the institute, and its amount, and that he was 
the owner of it, and requested the answering defendant to draw 
the dividend and send it to Hart at Omaha, and gave him an 
order to enable him to receive the money, which he did, and on 
the 5th day of January, 1893, on the next day after he received 
the money, he was again in Omaha, and saw his codefendant, 
and gave the money to him, taking hiS receipt for it. 
ther stated that this was all done to accommodate Hart, and 
without any compensation, and without knowledge of the stip- 
ulation between the plaintiff and Hart, or any of its terms or 
conditions, or that the plaintiff had or claimed any right or in- 
terest in or to the money. It was also alleged that the action 
was commenced against the answering defendant for the sole 
purpose of serving process upon him in Washington County, in 
order to give the court there jurisdiction of the case, and to issue 
process to be forwarded to Douglas County served upon the de- 
fendant Hart, there being no cause of action against the answer- 
ing defendant; and as to all other allegations of the petition this 
answer was a general denial. 


} 

A reply was filed to the answer of the defendant, whose an- 
swer we have just noticed, which consisted >f a denial of the 
allegation of the payment of the money received from the insti- 
tute by Cook to Hart, and also a denial that Cook was made a 
defendant in order that the suit might be maintained in Wash- 
ington County, and summons issued and served upon Hart in 
Douglas County. A trial was had of the issues joined between 
plaintiff and defendant Wesley J. Cook, and at the close of the 
testimony counsel for such defendant moved the court to in- 
struct the jury to return a verdict for the defendant. The court 
did not do this, but did instruct the jury to return a verdict for 
Plaintiff for the sum claimed, which the jury accordingly did, 
and, after motion for a new trial on behalf of defendants, was 
heard and overruled, judgment was rendered on the verdict, and 
the case is presented here by error proceedings on the part of 
defendants. 

There are several questions discussed in the briefs in regard 
to the ownership of the dividends, when drawn, and the liability 
of Clement L. Hart, and also of Wesley J. Cook, to plaintiff, for 
their amount, based upon the actiOn of these parties in collect- 
ing the dividends from the institution. The rulings of the trial 
court in refusing to instruct the jury as rcquested by defendant, 
to return a verdict in favor of defendants, or generally as set 
forth in a number of instructions offered and rejected, and also 
in directing a verdict for the plaintiff and some other alleged 
errors, we think, all depend upon the determination of the main 
questions as to whether Hart had any right, as between him and 
the plaintiff, to draw the dividends, and if not, and his doing so, 
or causing it to be done, rendered him liable to plaintiff for the 
amount received, did the participation of the defendant Cook in 
the transaction render him also liable to plaintiff for the sum 
drawn? It is doubtless true that, when a dividend is declared 
by a stock concern or corporation, it belongs, as between the cor- 
poration and the owners of the stock, to the person in whose 
name the stock then appears upon the stock books or lists of the 
corporation, but a stockholder may sell or transfer his shares of 
stock with or without gains or accrued dividends, and a dividend 
which has been declared may be made the subject of a contract, 
or may be entered into regarding it, in the same manner, and to 
the same extent, and as valid and binding, as one in reference 
to any other kind of personal property. Cook, Stock & Stockh. 
$§ 540, 541; Mor. Priv. Corp. § 162. The contract embodied in the 
stipulation pleaded in the petition, and in evidence in this case, 
was one by which the parties clearly sought to completely re- 
scind the exchange or trade which had at a prior date been ef- 
fected between them, and without doubt transferred to the 
plaintiff such a right of ownership to the dividends in contro- 
versy as entitled him to bring this action against the defendant 
Clement L. Hart for drawing them or causing them to be drawn, 
and receiving and appropriating them to his own use. 

In reference to the liability or non-liability of the defendant 
Wesley J. Cook, if all that is claimed in his behalf, that he had 
no knowledge of the settlement and stipulation between the 
plaintiff and Clement L. Hart, or that the plaintiff had or 
claimed any interest or ownership in or to the dividends, and 
that he received the order from Hart and took it to Blair and 
there drew the dividends, and carried the amount to Omaha and 
delivered it to Hart, and, moreover, without the receipt of any 
compensation for so doing, be true, still must he be held to re- 
spond to the suit of the plaintiff for the amount of the dividends, 
for, as was stated by Reese, J., in the case of Stevenson v. Valen- 
tine, 27 Neb. 344; s. c. 48 N. W. Rep. 107: 

“Under the usually adopted principle of law, that he who 
intermeddles with personal property which is not his own must 
see to it that he is protected by the authority of one who is the 


It is fur-.- 





owner or has authority to act, or that he will be himself liable, 
and that if he do an unlawful act, even at the command of an- 
a acting as principal, and without right, a liability will at- 
ach.” 

In the case at bar, Clement L. Hart possessed no further 
right as against or relative to the right of plaintiff to draw or 
exercise any acts of ownership in respect to the dividends, and 
consequently could confer no valid authority upon Cook to per- 
form any such acts, and the act by which Cook obtained posses- 
sion of the dividends was wrongful, although it was by or 
through the request or order of Hart, for whom and at whose 
instance he claims he was acting in collecting the dividends from 
the institute. His receipt of the money embraced in the divi- 
dends was wrongful, and he must abide the consequences. Nor 
will it avail him as a defense to the action of the plaintiff for 
the property or money so received that he has delivered or paid 
the same to the party for whom he claims to have drawn it. 
Dicey, Parties, 277. 

On the admitted or undisputed facts of the case, the action 
of the trial court in directing a verdict for the plaintiff was fully 
oo and proper. The judgment of the district court is 
affirmed. 





BANKS AND BANKING — ASSIGNMENT FOR 
BENEFIT OF CREDITORS—FOLLOWING 
TRUST FUND, 


In re assignment of James F. Kingsland, Insolvent, (District 
Court of Chisago Co., Minn.) 


1. A bank which makes collections from time to time, and at 
stated periods remits the proceeds thereof, is a mere debtor of 
the owner of the moneys collected and not a trustee. 

2. Where, upon the insolvency of such bank, it can not be 
shown, that among the moneys turned over to the assignee, are 
the identical moneys collected by the bank, the creditor will not 
be treated as a cestuis que trust, and the moneys in the as- 
signee’s hands as trust funds, but such creditor will have to 
share with the other creditors in the dividends of the estate. 

On, and for some time prior to, the 2lst day of January, 1895, 
James F. Kingsland was engaged in the banking business at 
North Branch, Chisago County, under the name of the Bank of 
North Branch. On said 2lst day of January, 1895, he made a 
general assignment for the benefit of his creditors. Some time 
preceding the assignment, the Continental Savings, Loan and 
Building Company entered into an agreement with said Kings- 
land, doing business as such bank, whereby the said Kingsland 
agreed to make certain collections for said company, and once 
each month, having first deducted his commission for making 
such collections, to remit the proceeds. At the time of his as- 
signment Kingsland was indebted to the company for money 
collected for it and not remitted, and certain sums of money in 
specie were by him delivered to his assignee, in amount more 
than sufficient to pay said company’s claim in full. An order 
was obtained for the assignee to show cause why he should not 
turn over to said company sufficient of the funds in his hands 
to pay it in full. 


Williston, J.—Upon the hearing of the order to show cause, 
no proof was offered tending to show that the moneys so collect- 
ed formed any part of the moneys received by the assignee, nor 
was any proof offered tending to show what disposition said as- 
signee made of any such money. 

In this proceeding the petitioner prays that the assignee be 
directed to pay over to it the moneys so collected, deducting the 
agreed commission thereon due the assignor for making the col- 
lections; in other words, it claims that it is to be treated as a 
preferred creditor. 

It bases its right to be so treated as a preferred creditor upon 
its claim that the insolvent stands in the relation of a trustee 
for the petitioner; that the moneys collected by him were at all 
times the property of the petitioner, held in trust for it by the 
insolvent; that as trust funds they came into the hands of the 
assignee, who holds them impressed with the trust; and that, 
wholly ignoring the rights of the other creditors, the petitioner 
is of right entitled to be paid in full out of the moneys in the 
hands of the assignee. For anything to the contrary appearing, 
the moneys so received by the insolvent may have been used by 
him in paying his debts, or in some other manner been wholly 
dissipated prior to the assignment. 

The petitioner is not entitled to such a preference for— 

First. The relation existing between it and the insolvent was 
that of debtor and creditor. It appears from the contract be- 
tween the parties that it was not by either party intended that 
the identical money collected should be remitted to the peti- 
tioner, or that it should by the insolvent be kept separate and 
distinct from the funds used by him in his general banking busi- 
ness; on the contrary, it does appear that it was the intention of 
each party that the moneys collected should become a part of the 
common banking fund and moneys of the insolvent, to be held 
and used by him in the same manner as the moneys deposited 
with him by general depositors. The language of the contract is: 

“All that we expect you to do is to receipt the pass book for 
the collection and enter the amount collected on the duplicate 
collection sheets, one of which you will retain and the other you 
will mail to this office once a month, with draft to cover collec- 
tions, less your one per cent. commissions.’”’ The construction 
of the contract is that the bank should upon or near the last day 
of the month remit to the petitioner the amount due it for all 
collections made during the month, or, if the remittance should 
not be made until after such last day, but in the early days of 
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the next month, then that such remittance should cover all col- 
ions made for the preceding month that the bank should re- 

t, not the identical money by it received or any moneys by it 
substituted therefor, but by its draft, and that intermediate 
such collections and remittance the bank should hold and treat 
the moneys so collected as an ordinary deposit made by the pe- 
titioner. That would be according to the usual course of collec- 
tion and banking business in like matters: Commercial Bank of 
pennsylvania v. Armstrong, 148 U. 8S. 50, 58; bk. 37, L. Ed. 560, 

' Henry v. Martin (Wis.), 60 N. W. Rep. 260; Westfall v. 
yullen (Minn.), 59 N. W. Rep. 633. 

Second. Admitting that the relation of cestui que trust and 
trustee did exist between the parties, the petitioner is not en- 
titled to the relief demanded. The principle is not questioned 
that whenever a trust fund has been wrongfully converted into 
another species of property, if its identity can be traced, it will 
pe held in its new form liable to the rights of the original owner 
or cestui que trust, and that such right ceases only when the 
means of ascertainment fail. The touchstone of the right of the 
owner of the trust property to be indemnified from any property 
or fund which represents the original property or fund is the 
tracing of the original property or trust fund, into the property 
orfund out of which the indemnity is demanded; the identifica- 
tion not appearing the right does not exist. Story’s Eq. Jur. (6th 
Ed.) Secs. 1257, 1259; Perry on Trusts, Sec. 636; Cook v. Tullis, 85 
v. 8. (8S Wall.), 332; bk. 21, L. ed. 983; Union Natl. Bank v. 
Goetz (Ill.); 27 N. E. Rep. 907. 

A general assignment for the benefit of creditors does not 
pass a trust estate. In such cases it requires special words to 
yest the estate in the assignee. If the assignor has converted the 
trust estate into other property, the cestui que trust may follow 
itinto the hands of the assignee, so far as he can identify the 
particular property obtained by breach of the trust; but if the 
trust property has become so amalgamated with the general 
mass of the bankru t's estate that it can not be traced or identi- 
fied, the cestui que trust must prove his claim: Perry on Trusts, 
Sec. 345; Hill on Trustees; Neely v. Rood (Mich.), 19 N. W. Rep. 


In the case at bar, if the relation of cestui que trust and 
trustee ever existed, the trust moneys have become so mixed and 
mingled with other moneys of the trustee that it is impossible 
to trace or identify any of them as forming a part of the funds 
received by the assignee, and, by reason of such mingling, the 
petitioner is not entitled to the relief demanded. 

In Little v. Chadwick, 151 Mass., 110; s.c. 28 N. E. 1005, the 
court say: ‘“‘The court will go as far as it can in thus tracing 
and following trust money; but when, as a matter of fact, it can 
not be traced, the equitable right of the cestui que trust to fol- 
low it fails. Under such circumstances, if the trustee has become 
bankrupt, the court does not say that the money is to be found 
somewhere in the general estate of the trustee that still remains. 
He may have lost it with property of his own, and in such case 
the cestuil que trust can only come in and share with the general 
creditors.” 

There is nothing to the contrary in National Bank v. In- 
surance Co., 104 U. S. 54, 66, 71; bk. 26 L. Ed. 693, 695, 700; or in 
the Matter of Hallet’s Estate, 18 Ch. Div. 696, 708. 

See also Ferris v. Van Hooten, 73 N. Y. 113; Cavin v. Glea- 
scn, 118 N. Y. 256; Atkins v. Rochester Ptg. Co., 114 N. Y. 168; 
sgoel Hopkins (Pa.), 9 Atl. Rp. 867; Engler v. Offutt, 70 Md. 
18; s. c., 16 Atl. Rep., 497; Union Natl. Bank v. Goetz (Ill.), 27 N. 
E. Rep. 907; Sherwood v. Millford State Bank, 94 Mich. 78; s. c. 
3 N. W. Rep. 928; Anheuser-Busch Brewing Co. v. Clayton, 6 
U. 8. C. C. A. 108; Nonotuck Silk Co. v. Flanders (Wis.), 58 N. 
| Ae 283; Bank of Commerce v. Russell, 2 Dillon’s C. C. 

15. 

The failure of the bank to remit was a breach of duty on its 
part, but it does not follow that other moneys subsequently re- 
ceived by the bank, and which may have come into the hands 
of the assignee, became impressed with a trust or charge which 
would give the petitioner a preference on distribution of the 
funds received by the assignee. 

A trust creditor is not entitled to preference over general 
creditors merely on the ground of the nature of the claim: Frei- 
burg v. Stoddart (Pa.), 28 Atl. Rep. 1111; Cavin v. Gleason, 105 
a 256; North Dakota Elevator Co. v. Clark (N. D.), 53 N. W. 

p. 175. 

The case of Westfall v. Mullen, determined by the Supreme 
Court of this State and cited above, is decisive of the matter at 
bar. The language of the late Chief Justice in that case is 
equally applicable to this, that “to allow such claims to be paid 
in full out of the assets when all claims can not be paid in full, 
would give a preference to such claims. There is nothing in the 
insolvency law justifying it.” 

In this case it might further be said that there is no principle 
of common law or of equity justifying the granting of the relief 
demanded by the petitioner. 


TRUSTS—EFFECT OF DESTRUCTION OF— 
TRUST CONVEYANCES. 


In the case of Warner v. Greenwood (Mich.), 2 Detroit Legal 
News 528, the deceased, before his death, through the bankers 
with whom he transacted his business, set aside certain certifi- 
cates of deposits to be given after his death to one grandchild 
and certain notes to be given another, at the same time execut- 
‘ng bills of sale of the property to the donees. The documents 
Were kept in a box at the bank, the key of which he retained. 
He frequently referred to the disposition he had made of the 
Qroperty, and that he held the property in trust, and kept on his 
verson a memorandum book with the separate amount given to 








each listed in it. After his death the bills of sale were missing, 
as well as one note, the evidence strongly pointed to the fact 
that they had been destroyed by his son, who was directly in- 
terested in their destruction. The court held that there was 
sufficient evidence from which to find that the gift was com- 
plete. Also that the execution of an instrument which, if de- 
livered, would operate as a transfer of title, with intent to 
effectuate such purpose, operates as a declaration of trust. 

The court say: “It is insisted, that the gift was incomplete, 
and that the existence of the bill of sale is inconsistent with 
an intention to create a trust. The creation of a trust does not 
depend upon the use of a particular law form of words, but it 
may be inferred from the facts and circumstances of the case. 
Crisman vs. Crisman, 23 Mich., 217; Ellis vs. Secor, 31 Mich., 
186; Miller vs. Aldrich, Ib., 418; Leland vs. Collver, 34 Mich., 
418; Huxley vs. Rice, 40 Mich., 73; Cummings vs. Corey, 58 
Mich., 494; Chadwick vs. Beaver, 117 N. Y., 421-428. In the 
last case cited it is said: ‘To constitute a trust there must be 
either an explicit declaration of trust or circumstances which 
show a, reasonable doubt that a trust was intended to be 
-reated.’ 

“The character of the transaction is to be determined not 
alone from the bills of sale, but from all the facts and circum- 
stances connected with the transaction. 

“A bill of sale is not essential, as a declaration of trust is 
sufficient of itself to transfer the equitable title, nor is its ex- 
istence inconsistent with the intention to create a trust where 
it appears to have been intended to operate as a conveyance 
of the legal title after full performance of the trust. A holding 
in trust involves possession, control, dominion, reinvestment 
and the legal title. In order to create a trust in the donor, a 
mere retention or promise to give in future is insufficient. 
There must be an act, or series of acts, which divest the donor 
ry the equitable ownership, and vest such ownership in the 

onee. 

“Under the rule laid down in Ellis vs. Secor, the execution 
of an instrument which, if delivered, would operate as a trans- 
fer of the title, with intent to effectuate such purpose, operates 
as a declaration of trust, although the possession of such in- 
strument be retained by the grantor. There are authorities, 
however, which hold that an assignment intended as a gift in 
praesenti, but incomplete for want of delivery, cannot be con- 
strued as a declaration of trust. Those cases will be found, 
upon examination, to be instances of mere naked assignment 
without other indicia of an intent to create a trust. Young vs. 
Young, SO N. Y. 422, is a case of that class. Indorsements had 
been made upon envelopes containing bonds, and the donor had 
exhibited the packages with the indorsements thereon to the 
wives of the intended donees with the statement that he be- 
lieved he had made a valid disposition of the bonds. 

“The court held that the case was one of imperfect gift, 
and that the transaction could not be sustained as a declara- 
tion of trust. It is said in that case that the donor could not, 
at the same time, be both trustee and cestui que trust. This 
court has held otherwise in Edinger vs. Heiser, 62 Mich., 598, 
and Love vs. Francis, 68 Mich., 181. That case contains very 
elaborate discussion of the main question criticising the au- 
thorities cited with approval by the court in Ellis vs. Secor, 
“pra. 

“Tt is not necessary, however, to rest the present case upon 
*he fact of the execution of the bills of sale. Here we have 
‘ther evidences of a manifest intention to create a trust. The 
parol declaration of such a purpose, subsequent conduct and 
statements confirmatory of such purpose, and at the close of 
the donor's life, the two funds still separated from other like 


property and intact. 

“In Milroy vs. Lord, 4 De Gex. F. & J., 264, Lord Chief 
Justice Turner said: ‘I take the law of this court to be well 
settled, that in order to render a voluntary settlement valid 
and effectual the settler must have done everything which, ac- 
cording to the nature of the property comprised in the settle- 
ment, was necessary to be done in order to transfer the prop- 
erty, and render the settlement binding upon him. He may, of 
course, do this by actually transferring the property to the per- 
sons for whom he intends to provide, and the provision will 
then be effectual, and it will be equally effectual if he transfer 
the property to a trustee for the purpose of the settlement, or 
declare that he himself holds it in trust for those purposes, and 
if the property be personal, the trust may, I apprehend, be 
declared either in writing or by parol.’ 

“In Richards vs. Delbridge, L. R., 18, Eq., 11, 15, the court 
say: “The true distinction appears to me to be plain and be- 
yond dispute; for a man to make himself trustee there must be 
an expression of intention to become trustee, whereas words 
of present gift show an intention to give over property to an- 
other, and not to retain it in the owner’s own hands for any 
purpose, fiduciary or otherwise.’ 

“The present cases come clearly within this rule. 
not necessary that decedent should have made a _ formal 
declaration of trust. Its equivalent is all that was mecessary. 
Decedent, however, in conversation with one of the witnesses, 
gave his own interpretation of what he had done when he 
stated that he held the property in trust. 

full discussion of the English cases will be found in Ellis 
vs. Secor, where a voluntary assignment of a chose in action 
is held to be a sufficient declaration of trust, if the grantor 
meant to pass the property, and further, that the retained pos- 
session by the grantor of a voluntary deed of gift or settlement 
is not inconsistent with its enforcement, if intended to be ef- 
fectual, and if capable of transferring title by its terms. In 
Johnson vs. Smith, 1 Ves. Sen., 314, there cited, possession of a 
deed of gift of chattel interests and securities was retained 
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by the donor, and was not intended to operate a beneficial in- 
terest in the grantee until the death of the grantor. Bunn vs. 
Winthrop, 1 Johns. Ch., 329; Martin vs. Funk, 75 N. Y., 134. 
Acceptance by the donee was not necessary. That may be im- 
plied when the gift otherwise complete, is beneficial to the 
donee. Higman vs. Stewart, 38 Mich., 513; Beaver vs. Beaver, 
117 N. Y., 421; Martin vs. Funk, supra. 

“In the Warner case the court ruled as follows: ‘I under- 
stand that it is agreed here that Orville Willey and the other 
Willey, Bradley Willey, are children and heirs at law of Lewis 
Willey, deceased, and it is proposed to show by them state- 
ments that were made by the father, and facts and circum- 
stances that came within his knowledge, as well as his own, 
to show what disposition was made of this identical property. 
The court holds, that that, under the statute, would be clearly 
incompetent, and declines to receive it. This ruling is to be 
taken as though the evidence was taken, and it cdme up on a 
motion to strike the same from this case.’ 

“The ruling was correct, Howard vs. Patrick, 38 Mich. 795; 
Ripley vs. Seligman, 88 Mich. 188; Penny vs. Croul, 87 Mich. 15.” 

The Court of Chancery of New Jersey, in the case of Hughes 
v. Lambertville Electric Light, Heat and Power Company, 32 
Atl. Rep. 69, hold that the wires and insulators used in form- 
ing and completing the connection between an electric light 
and power plant and the dwellings, stores and other public 
places supplied by that plant, for the purpose of conveying or 
transmitting light and heat thereto, are fixtures, within the 
provisions of the Mechanic’s Lien law. 

The same doctrine has been announced in Kansas in the 
case of Badger Lumber Co. v. Marion Water Supply, Electric 
Light and Power Co., 48 Kan. 182; s.c. 29 Pac. Rep. 476, the 
some rule applies of the pipes used by a corporation to con- 
vey vapor used for cold storage from its plant to its cus- 
tomers. See Steger v. Arctic Refrigerating Co. (Tenn.), 14 8. W. 
Rep. 1087. 2 Am. L. Reg. & Rev. (N. S.) 481. 

Justice Cullen of the New York Supreme Court, sitting in 
Brooklyn, recently handed down a memorandum in which he 
deals with, but does not decide, an unusual question of law 
on which no previous ruling has ever been made. The property 
occupied by the Montauk Iron Works, in the Eastern District, 
was leased to the corporation by an instrument which provided 
that the owner should have a lien on the machinery and ap- 
paratus for any unpaid rental. Later the owner of the property 
made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors. The 
real property was sold under a foreclosure on Aug. 7 to James 
Kelly, but this sale did not affect the lease which had been 
granted prior thereto. Finally the corporation of the Montauk 
Iron Works went into the hands of a receiver and George N. 
Robinson and his attorney, Halcyon M. Close, came in and 
claimed title to the machinery and fixtures by virtue of a chat- 
tel mortgage made by Robinson to the corporation, and also 
by virtue of the sale by the receiver of his interest to Close 
as attorney. The assignee for the creditors of the former 
owner of the factory applied to Judge Cullen for an injunction 
restraining Robinson from removing the machinery and fix- 
tures, on the ground that the clause in the lease was a lien 
for unpaid rental of the premises. But the defendants com- 
plicated matters still further by claiming that the clause in 
question terminated as soon as the property was sold as to the 
creditors and also as to the receiver as the sale was in the na- 
ture of a summary proceeding. In his memorandum Judge Cul- 
len has this to say: 

“This case presents a very curious question of law, often- 
times proposed in moot courts, but that has not, so far as I 
can find, ever arisen in a decided cause. The plaintiff’s mort- 
gage or lien clause is superior to the mortgage 
held by the defendant Robinson, because Robinson had 
knowledge of its existence. The mortgage is probably void as 
to the receiver, because not filed as a chattel mortgage. Rop- 
inson’s mortgage is valid, as against the receiver, because it 
was properly filed. The receiver sold the mortgaged property 
subject to the Robinson mortgage for $25. If the sale be a fair 
indication of the value of the property mortgaged the result 
is that by the intervention of creditors the Robinson mortgage, 
which was not a second lien, becomes the first, and that a lien 
of little value is by the sale rendered collectable, though the 
creditors for whose benefit alone the plaintiff’s lien is invalidated 
realize only a nominal sum. I do not know that it is possi- 
ble to avoid this result under the recording or filing acts. But 
as this question has not been argued fully before me, and the 
facts on the trial may be so modified as not to present the ques- 
tion, I prefer to leave the question undecided, and uphold 
plaintiff’s lien till the trial of the action. Motion granted, but 
if defendants give a bond in $1,200 with sureties, to pay the 
amount of plaintiff’s alleged lien, if judgment should be ren- 
dered in his favor, the injunction will be dissolved.” 

The need of uniform divorce laws has again received a 
strong emphasis by. the recent perpetration of another grave 
affront upon the public’s sense of decency and propriety. It 
seems almost incredible that any State in this Union should 
resort to such a low expedient as lax divorce laws in its effort 
to encourage the migration and settlement there of people, and 
yet what other construction can be placed upon the dangerous 
ease with which their laws permit separation of man and wife? 
A woman who has gained notoriety as a society flower finds 
it one of her whims to leave the man to whom she was wed 
and free herself for another. Her home is in New York city, 
but she can conjure up no pretext which the rigid laws of that 
State will recognize as sufficient cause for divorce. That is 


no obstacle, however. for she needs but take up her residence 
for the brief space of six months in one of our Western States, 
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and then, upon a trivial charge, secure the desired separation, 
She took up her residence six months ago, and just the other 
day she was legally released in toto from the man to whom 
she is still bound by all laws of decency and morality. This 
is not an imaginary case, but an actual one, of which any who 
have read the newspapers during the past few days may have 
personal knowledge. Some of the Western States are making 
unenviable records for themselves by such lax laws. Montana, 
another State coming under the same category, has a percent. 
age of over 14 divorce cases in every 100 marriages—somethin 
ominous, except to those whose sense of morality has been 
deadened by morbid sentimentality or personal immorality, 
The proposition of South Carolina to grant no divorces at a} 
is an opposite extreme, which can be viewed with far more ge. 
curity. A crusade for uniform divorce laws of sufficient 
rigidity to maintain a safe and wholesome moral standard js 
what is needed; very badly in some paris of these States. 


DEEDS OF TRUST PREFERRING CREDITORS. 


By William H. Clark, Dallas, Before the Texas Bar Association,* 

Conveyances of real estate and personal property, in trust, 
with power of sale, for the benefit of one or more creditors of the 
grantor, with and without preferences, have become of fre- 
quent occurrence. 

They are of comparatively modern origin. Lord Eldon in 1825 
said they were unknown in his early practice. Chief Justice Kent 
(10 Johns. 196), declared such conveyances were not in use in 
England in 1813. The subject, in its every day practical bearings, 
is not considered with any aim at completeness in the text 
books. The decisions of the courts are uncollected and scattered 
through the numerous volumes of the reports. 

In referring to such conveyances, when we use the term “deed 
of trust,” or “mortgage,” which are in this State the same in legal 
effect, we do not mean a case where the grantor parts wholly with 
his title to the property, conveying it absolutely to a trustee for 
the purpose of raising a fund to pay debts, for such a convey- 
ance is an assignment; but we mean cases where the convey- 
ance is to secure the payments of debts; where the grantor, in- 
stead of absolutely parting with his title to the property, retainsit 
upon the payment of the debts secured, and this equity of redemp- 
tion, or defeasance, providing that whensoever the secured debt 
or debts are paid, the conveyance becomes void, is an essential 
characteristic of a deed of trust, whether it is made to secure one 
or more creditors, and whether it is with or without preferences. 

From the rule given us by the text books, we find that when 
the instrument conveys the title absolutely to the trustee, the 
property is placed beyond the control of the grantor, and the in- 
strument is an assignment, for it fails to create a lien on the prop- 
erty subject to an equity of redemption in the grantor; that is, 
there is no defeasance, such as that the instrument shall be- 
come void upon the payment of the debts and expenses of the 
trust, or that when enough of the goods have been sold to pay 
the debts and expenses of the trust, the conveyance shall be- 
come void, and the remainder of the goods shall revert to the 
grantor. If the conveyance is an assignment, should the grantor 
pay off all the debts and expenses of the trust and go back into 
business, purchaser of the property thereafter from the trustee, 
without actual notice thereof, would acquire a good title to the 
property purchased, while if the instrument was a deed of trust 
and recorded, they would be put upon notice that the right for the 
trustee to sell the property was subject to the condition in the 
instrument, that if the debts were pnaid the instrument 
was void, in which event the purchaser would ac- 
quire no title to the prop2rty. In an assignment the authority to 
sell depends upon no condition. The existence in the convey- 
ance of the equity of redemption, as to the property conveyed 
is about the only real distinguishing characteristic left us in this 
state by virtue of our statute (Sayles Civil Statutes, art. 65a) by 
which we can determine whether an instrument is an assign- 
ment or deed of trust for the benefit of creditors, for, by virtue 
of the statute of assignments, it is of no avail that the debtor 
prefers a part of his creditors or all of his creditors or conveys by 
the instrument a part of all his property. That the surplus of 
the proceeds of the sale of the property, if any, shall revert to 
the grantor, is characteristic of an assignment and not of 4 
deed of trust preferring creditors. The equity of redemption 
must apply to the property. 

Examine our decisions upon this subject and we find that 
while each case may have been decided correctly upon its par- 
ticular facts, most of them are of but little value to us in deter- 
mining the rule by which we can tell the difference between an 
assignment and a deed of trust preferring creditors. 

When we refer to the standard text books this trouble does 
not exist. Why should it exist in our decisions? Burrill on As 
signments states the rule clearly. Sec. 2. “A voluntary assign- 
ment for the benefit of creditcrs is a transfer, without compul- 
sion of law, by a debtor, of some or all of his property, to an as- 
signee in trust to apply the same or the proceeds thereof to the 
payment of some or all of his debts and to return the surplus (of 
the proceeds) to the debtor. Sec. 5. The vital distinction between 
an assignment for the benefit of creditors and a mortgage is 
clearly pointed out in the case of Briggs vs. Davis (21 N. Y.. 574). 
An assignment is more than a security for the payment of debts, 
it is an absolute appropriation of property to their payment. It 
does not create a lien in favor of creditors upon property which, 
in equity, is still regarded as the assignor’s, but it passes both 


*The paper of Mr. Clark, though valuable throughout, is 
longer than we could print, and some matter of minor im- 
portance has been omitted by the editor. 
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the legal and equitable title to the property absolutely beyond 
the control of the assignor. There remains, therefore, no equity 
of redemption in the property, and the trust which results in the 
assignor in the unemployed balance of the proceeds of the sale 
does not indicate such an equity. Sec. 8. Still more similar in 
form are deeds of trust to secure the payment of particular debts. 
Such instruments are both in law and equity substantially the 
game as mortgages, and the radical distinction between them 
and assignments for the benefit of creditors consists, as in the 
case of mortgages, in the equitable interest which the grantor 
still retains inthe assigned property.” 

Burrill on Assignments, in stating the trust created by an as- 
signment, says: Sec. 143. “The trusts or directions under this 
head comprise the following: First, to pay the expenses of the 
trust, including reasonable compensation to the assignee or as- 
signees for his or their services; secondly, to pay out of the 
residue all of the creditors of the assignor named in the assign- 
ment, or in a schedule annexed and referred to, in full, or in pro- 
portion to their respective demands, and after payment of said 
creditors and all the creditors in full; thirdly, to pay over the 
residue to the assignor, his executors, administrators or assigns. 
Sec. 147. It is usual to provide for the disposition of any ultimate 
surplus that may remain in the assignee’s hands after payment 
of all the assignor’s debts, by a trust or direction of this kind, 
although, as we shall see, such a trust would result in favor of 
the assignor by the mere operation of law. Sec. 448. If, after 
payment of all the assignor’s debts which are legally payable un- 
der the assignment, and all liens on the trust effects, there isasur- 
plus of the proceeds of sales and collections remaining in the 
hands of the assignee, such surplus belongs to the assignor, 
and the assignee is bound to pay it over to him. In most as- 
signments there is a clause directing him so to do, but whether 
there be or not, there necessarily arises in such cases a re- 
sulting trust by mere operation of law in favor of the debtor, 
which will entitle him to claim it of the assignee.” 

Jones on Chattel Mortgages says: Sec. 1. “A mortgage of 
personal property is defined to be a conditional sale of it as a 
security for the payment of a debt or the performance of some 
other obligation. The condition is that the sale shall be void 
upon the performance of the condition named. Sec. 8 A de- 
cisive test of a legal mortgage of personal property is the use of 
language which makes the instrument one of sale conveying the 
title of the property to the creditor conditionally, so that the sale 
is defeated by thé debtor’s performance of his agreement. If 
there be no such transfer upon a condition express or implied, the 
transaction is not a chattel mortgage. Sec. 17. A mortgage must 
contain a condition of defeasance, making the instrument void 
upon the performance of the condition, whether this be the pay- 
ment of a sum of money or the performance of some other duty or 
obligation.” 

This is no new doctrine in Texas. In Johnson vs. Robinson, 
68 Texas, 399, the Supreme Court says: “It is contended on be- 
half of appellees that the instrument is a mortgage and not 
an assignment; but we think it can not be so held; a mortgage 
being merely a security for debt, gives under our system at least 
merely a lien upon the property, with or without power of sale 
and leaves an equity of redemption in the mortgagor. An as- 
signment, on the other hand, conveys to the assignor the entire 
estate of the assignee in the property, to be disposed of by the 
assignee in such manner as the assignor may have lawfully di- 
rected. The mortgagor may vacate the mortgage at any time 
by payment of the debt, but by an assignment the property 

beyond the control of the assignor in any event. It is true 
that should a surplus of the proceeds of the sale of the property 
remain after paying the debts, a trust would result in favor 
of the assignor, and the assignee would hold it for his benefit. If 
it had provided that upon payment of the debts of appellees it 
should be void, or had provided that after a sale of a suffi- 
ciency of the property to pay that debt, the balance (of the 
property) should be returned to the debtors, the construction 
claimed by appellees would be correct, but the conveyance con- 
tained no condition of defeasance and passes the property abso- 
lutely to appellants, to be administered according to the pur- 
poses of the trust therein created; first, to pay the debts of ap- 
pellants, and then to distribute the balance of the proceeds 
among the other creditors. This is an absolute transfer of the 
property to be sold and the proceeds to be applied to the pay- 
ment of the debts, and not merely a conditional transfer for the 
purpose of securing debts and defeasible upon condition of their 
payment.” 

This well considered decision has never been overruled, and 
it is a part of every transaction in Texas to-day to which it is 
applicable. 

In Foreman vs. Burnette, 83 Tex., 402, the court says: “By 
the instrument under which Burnette acquired his right to the 
possession of the stock of goods, Mainor, who was indebted to the 
various persons mentioned therein, undertook to transfer, sell 
and convey the property to a trustee, for the purpose of dis- 
posing of the same by sale, and applying the proceeds thereof 
to the payment of his indebtedness, as far as the same might be 
sufficient, with the preferences indicated. It was not a chattel 
mortgage or deed of trust to secure a debt or debts due or to 
become due by the debtor who conveyed the property to the 
creditors named therein, as no condition of defeasance was either 
expressed or could be implied from the terms used. A proper 
construction of the instrument will show its effect to be a con- 
veyance of the stock of goods absolutely to appellee, Burnette, 
thereby investing with full and absolute title, with a trust 
as to the proceeds for the purposes expressed. The grantor’s 
intention was that the title should pass to and become vested in 
Burnette, with no power on the grantor’s part to defeat it. The 
transaction was a direct application of the goods for the purpose 








of sale and the appropriation of the proceeds to the payment of 
the indebtedness of Mainor; just as much as if A owed B and C, 
which he desired to pay, and delivered to D a horse and directed 
him to sell the horse and with the proceeds to pay the debt of 
B first, and then that of C, in full, if the proceeds were suffi- 
cient, but if not, to pay him whatever there might be. Be- 
cause of any surplus to which A might be entitled, no defeasance 
could be applied, since a defeasance would apply only to the 
title of the property. The instrument was, therefore, an as- 
signment for the benefit of creditors.” 

To determine whether an instrument is a deed of trust or an 
assignment, necessarily the question whether the title rests 
upon a condition of defeasance must be applied only to the 
title of the property. Otherwise an instrument may be held a 
deed of trust which does not create or contain a condition of 
defeasance or reserve an equity of redemption in the property, 
but which conveys the title of the property absolutely to the 
grantee. 

In Hart v. Blum, 76 Tex., 113, the court say: “The instru- 
ment before us was not intended as a security for debt, provid- 
ing simply a lien on the property and leaving an equity of re- 
demption in Austin, the mortgagor, which are the character- 
istics of a mortgage with us. By its terms, Austin could have no 
power to cancel or defeat this instrument by a payment or dis- 
charge of the debts therein mentioned, which he would in the 
case of a mortgage. All the interest and title owned by Austin 
in the property are, by the terms of the conveyance, vested in 
the assignee, Blum, and such disposition is directed to be made 
of the property as is not merely inconsistent with the exercise 
of any further control over it by Austin, but it (the property) 
is placed entirely beyond his control by an absolute transfer to 
appellees—to be sold and the proceeds to be appropriated to the 
payment of the creditors therein named.” 

In Preston v. Carter Bros., 80 Tex., 388, the court say: 
“Phillips & Duncan, merchants in the city of Bonham, Texas, 
who were transacting business under the firm name indicated, 
executed on Dec. 1, 1888, a conveyance transferring their stock 
of goods, notes, accounts, etc., ta the appellant, George A. Pres- 
ton, in trust, to sell and collect the same and apply the pro- 
ceeds arising therefrom to the payment of the debts of certain 
named creditors of said firm set forth in the petition. Whatever 
residue remained after the satisfaction of said claims of the 
preferred creditors, it was provided by the terms of the instru- 
ment should be applied to the payment, pro rata, of said Phil- 
lips & Duncan's other creditors. 

“There seems to be no doubt that the transaction was hon- 
est, and the conveyance executed in good faith for the purposes 
therein named. It was provided also that the transfer was 
made in contemplation of insolvency. 

“The question in the case is whether the instrument referred 
to is a mortgage or an assignment. The court below construed 
it to be a general assignment and perpetuated an injunction 
restraining the trustee from executing it according to its 
terms. The trustee was directed by the court to administer the 
property conveyed under the statute. It is insisted by appel- 
lant that the court erred in construing the instrument and in 
declaring the preference clause contained in it invalid, ete. If 
this clause is upheld it can only be on the ground that the in- 
strument is a mortgage. We do not think that, when tested by 
the distinctions characteristic of a mortgage it will be found 
to belong to that class of conveyances. 

“A mortgage being the security for debt, and giving merely 
a lien on the property, leaves in the grantor an equity of re- 
demption, and any surplus or residue of the property after the 
payment of the debt would be subject to the claims of his 
creditors seeking to enforce their rights. In the case of a mort- 
gage the property does not pass beyond the control of the 
grantor. He may satisfy the debt it is executed to secure and 
the property reverts to him. Not so in the case of an assign- 
ment. which disposes of the entire property. 

“In the first case under consideration the instrument con- 
veys all the property, first to be paid to preferred creditors, and 
the residue to be applied pro rata to those creditors not be- 
fore named. This certainly places the property beyond the 
grantor’s reach and makes it an assignment. 

“A conveyance quite similar to this, which contained no 
condition of defeasance, but transferred the property to ap- 
pellant, to be administered under the terms of the instrument, 
first, to pay certain creditors and then to distribute the bal- 
ance of the net proceeds among the other creditors, was held 
to be an absolute conveyance of the property, and not a condi- 
tional one to secure a debt. (Johnson v. Robinson, supra.) The 
reasons given in the case cited for holding the instrument con- 
strued in the case to be an assignment apply with force to the 
one before us. 

“Having concluded that the instrument executed to appel- 
lant by Phillips & Duncan is an assignment, it is then brought 
within the operation of the statute regulating such convey- 
ances. That is to say, however made and expressed, it shall 
have the effect to provide for a distribution of all of his estate 
except such as may be exempt from execution among all of his 
creditors, etce., and shall be construed to pass all of such es- 
tate, whether specified therein or not. (Sayles’ Civ. Stat., art. 
65a.) In other words, whenever the instrument is decided to be 
an assignment, it is then acted upon directly by the statute 
and made to conform to its requirements, and should be ad- 
ministered thereunder. We think, therefore, that the court did 
not err in treating the instrument under discussion as an as- 
signment.”’ 

The effect of our assignment act upon such conveyances is 
ably and fully stated in Fant v. Ellsbury, 68 Texas, 1, and from 
this decision it is evident that the only real distinction in this 
State between assignments and deeds of trust preferring cred- 
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itors is the former conveys the property absolutely to the 
trustee and the grantor only retains the surplus of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the property, if any, while the latter is not 
an absolute conveyance, but becomes void upon the payment of 
the debts. In this case Dunn, an insolvent, executed an instru- 
ment to Ellsbury, conveying to him all of his property not ex- 
empt for the benefit of his creditors upon the following trusts: 

1. To take possession of the property conveyed, convert the 
same into money and with the proceeds to pay the expenses 
of the trust and all rents, taxes and assessments that it might be 
necessary to pay in order to protect the assigned property from 
sacrifice. 

2. To pay the debts due or to become due which were desig- 
nated in schedule A, attached to the deed, and if the estate 
should not be sufficient to pay them in full, then to pay them 
in the order in which they appeared in the exhibit as far as the 
assigned assets would go. 

3. If anything remained after satisfying all the debts men- 
tioned in schedule A, to apply it in payment of the debts men- 
tioned in schedule B, also made a part of the deed. If the resi- 
due should not be enough to pay these last debts in full, it was 
to be applied pro rata toward their payment. 

4. The residue, if any remaining after satisfying the debts 
in both schedules, to be returned to the assignor. 

The soundness of this decision has never been directly or 
indirectly questioned; that it is the law, and, being the law, 
when an instrument is presented to be construed, it is no con- 
cern whether the instrument embraces all of the property or all 
the creditors of the insolvent or not, or whether it gives prefer- 
ences or does not give preferences. 

Has the policy of our law been to invalidate assignments? 
In McCart v. Maddox. 68 Texas, 459, the court say that the ob- 
ject of the act of 1879, regulating assignments for the benefit 
of creditors was not to invalidate assignments which failed to 
conform to the requirements of that act, but to subject all, as 
far as practicable, to its operation, in order that the assigned 
property might be administered and its proceeds distributed ac- 
cording to the requirements of the act. 

From the law it must follow that in construing an instru- 
ment it is a matter of indiffererlce what name has been given 
it—whether it is marked or called a deed of trust or mortgage, 
or an assignment; whether it embraces all the creditors, or all 
of the property, or whether it gives preferences or not. 

It is well to remember that both are conveyances “‘in trust’’; 
one to pay debts and the other to secure debts; and that the 
former conveys the title absolutely, while the latter conveys 
it subject to a condition of defeasance. 


This principle is well settled and recognized by the great 
weights of authority. (Crow v. Beardsley, 68 Mo., 435; Fromme 
v. Jones, 13 Iowa 48; Bartlett v. Teah, 1 McC. C. C. 176; Vallance 
v. Ins. Co., 42 Pa. St., 441; Lawrence v. Nuff, 41 Cal., 566; Bank 
v. Cappell, 40 Mich., 447, and cases cited.) 

In Boyd vs. Hainye, 83 Texas, 7, the only question in the 
case was the construction of an instrument by an insolvent 
debtor, transferring all his property not exempt from execution 
to a trustee, for the purpose of converting it into money and 
distributing the proceeds among ffis creditors. It was accom- 
panied by a list of his debts and duly acknowledged. It pro- 
vided for preference of certain creditors, and that others, in or- 
der to participate in the benefits, should execute releases. It 
was held (1), that the instrument was an assignment; (2), that 
the provision in the deed of assignment exacting releases was, 
in effect, an attempt to give preferences to those not so re- 
quired, and, by the statute, such indirect preference, as well 
as the express preference in the assignment, was annulled; (3), 
that such attempted preferences did not annul the assignment. 

In Padgitt v. Wood, 24 S. W. Rep. 1108, W. C. and J. D. 
Padgitt instituted suit against W. R. Wood et al. to have a cer- 
tain conveyance executed by the defendant Wood to his co- 
defendant declared a statutory assignment for the benefit of 
creditors. The instrument conveyed all the grantor’s unex- 
empt property to trustees and recited the grantor’s insolv- 
ency, and required the trustees to sell the property and distrib- 
ute the proceeds, first among certain preferred creditors and 
then among the unpreferred, and to return the surplus, if any, 
to the grantor. 

In Alliance Milling Co. v. Eaton, 86 Tex., 401, the court held 
that the conveyance by a mercantile firm of its stock to a 
trustee, he to take possession and sell off the property to satisfy 
the preferred claims of a numer of creditors of the firm, to pay 
expenses of the trust and to return the residue of the property 
remaining thereafter to the grantors, was a mortgage. The 
court held that, by an assignment, the title passes to the 
trustee; that by a mortgage title does not pass, even though 
power to sell the mortgaged property may thereby be con- 
ferred on the trustee, whereby the lien given may be enforced. 
This case recognizes the rule here contended for; that if, by 
the conveyance, the title to the property passes absolutely, the 
instrument is an assignment; that the defeasance necessary to 
constitute a deed of trust must apply to the property. 

In Schneider v. Bagley, 24 S. W. Rep., 1117, the court held 
that a clause in an instrument stating that it was not intended 
to operate as an assignment, but a chattel mortgage or deed 
of trust, was of no force and did not change its legal effect. The 
court say: “If such could control, ail a debtor would have to do 
when he made an assignment would be to insert a clause that it 
was intended as a mortgage, and the law regulating assign- 
ments would be effectually invaded.” 

In McCord v. Garrison (Cal.), 37 Pac. Rep. 31, the court, re- 
viewing the authorities, say: “An asignment is always an ab- 
solute transfer of title in payment of debts, while the mortgage 
is executed as security. Of course, there is a resemblance 
between the two, in that they are both executed for the same 








purpose, to-wit: To secure the satisfaction of the debtor’s ob- 
ligations. In the one case, however, he has the right of re- 
demption, and in the other his title is absolutely gone.” 

In Appolos v. Brady, 4 U. S. Appeals, 209 (see 213), the court, 
through Judge Shiras, clearly state the rule, saying: “The 
distinction existing between mortgages and deeds of assign- 
ment is very clearly stated in the opinion of Judge Caldwell in 
the case of Bartlett v. Teah, 1 Fed. Rep., 768, in which it is 
shown that a mortgage does not invest the mortgagee with an 
absolute and indefeasible title; the equitable title, called the 
equity of redemption, remains in the mortgagor. The mortgage 
is a security for debt and creates a lien upon the property in fa- 
vor of the creditor. There is no difference in legal effect between 
a mortgage with a power of sale and a deed of trust executed 
to secure a debt where the power of sale is placed in a third per- 
son. Both are securities for a debt; both create specific liens on 
the property, and in both the equitable title or right of redemp- 
tion remains in the debtor, and is an estate or interest in the 
property that the debtor may sell, or that may be seized and sold 
under judicial process by his other creditors, subject to the lien 
created by the mortgage or deed of trust; whereas a deed of as- 
signment, unlike a mortgage or deed of trust, is not given by 
way of security. There is no defeasance clause giving the grant- 
or the right of redemption; it does not create a lien on the prop- 
erty, but conveys it absolutely for the purpose of raising a fund 
to pay debts.”’ 

It is correctly held in LaBelle Wagon Works v. Tidball, 59 
Tex., 290, that the presumption exists that our Legislature knew 
the difference between an assignment and a deed of trust, pre- 
ferring creditors, when the act of 1879, regulating assignments 
was passed, and that by passing said act and not repealing R. S., 
art. 2465, et seq., under which an insolvent debtor had and has the 
right to make a deed of trust preferring creditors, it was not in- 
tended, and did not interfere with the right of an insolvent debt- 
or to execute a mortgage securing by preference his creditors. 

In LaBelle Wagon Works v. Tidball, supra, the trial court 
held that Anderson, at the time of his conveyance to the defend- 
ant, was contemplating insolvency; that his act, being an at- 
tempt on his part to prefer creditors, was null and void. On ap- 
peal the court simply held that the assignment act of 1879 did not 
repeal R. S., art. 2465, et seq., under which statute a deed of trust 
preferring creditors, made by an insolvent, is authorized. The 
conveyance is not set out or stated in LaBelle Wagon Works v. 
Tidball, and doubtless it contained such a defeasance as to make 
it a deed of trust, and that the trial court held it null and void 
because it preferred creditors and did not embrace all of the 
property and was not made for the benefit of all of the creditors. 
That is, took the position that the act of 1879, in reference to as- 
signments, repealed all laws which gave an insolvent or one in 
contemplation of insolvency, the right to make a deed of trust 
preferring creditors, which the Supreme Court held was er- 
roneous. 

The effect and force of R. S., art. 2465, which is a re-enact- 
ment of Hartwell’s Dig., art. 1453, is ably discussed and con- 
strued in Baldwin v. Peet, 22 Texas. 

Sec. 354 of the Voluntary assignment act of Missouri, passed 
in 1879, is similar to our statute. The Supreme Court of the 
United States, in construing the Missouri statute, holds in Union 
Bank of Chicago v. Kansas City Bank, 136 U. S., 223, that while 
the act prevented any preference of creditors by “assignment,” 
it did not avoid deeds of trust preferring creditors. The court 
also holds that whether a particular instrument is an assignment 
or deed of trust depends upon whether it is an absolute convey- 
ance to a trustee for the purpose of raising funds to pay debts, or 
whether it is a conveyance in trust with power of sale for the 
purpose of securing the payment of debts. conditioned to be- 
come void upon the payment of the debts, that is, subject to a 
condition of defeasance. 


In Stiles v. Hill, Fountain & Co., 62 Texas, 429, which it 
seems has been sometimes misconstrued, the instrument sus- 
tained as a deed of trust contained a defeasance clause as to the 
property, in the provision that the residue of the property con- 
veyed, remaining after a sufficiency thereof had been sold to 
pay the debts and costs of care and sale, should be returned to 
the mortgagor. Again, the conveyance was made to secure a 
single creditor and was made directly to the creditor without the 
intervention of a trustee, which alone made it a deed of trust. 

In Jackson v. Hardy (56 Texas 710), the conveyance was 
directly to two preferred creditors for their benefit. In constru- 
ing it to be a mortgage the court said: “It is to be observed that 
the instrument vested title in the preferred creditors and not in 
trustees. When this is done the conveyance is held to be a mort- 
gage and not an assignment.” 

Likewise, in Waterman v. Silberberg (67 Texas, 100), the con- 
veyance was by a debtor to a particular creditor to secure him in 
the payment of his own debt and indemnify him as surety for 
a number of other debts. The court lays stress upon the fact 
that the conveyance was made directly to the creditor, and also 
holds that the debtor may indemnify such creditor against liabil- 
ity as surety or indorser for the other debts, and the instrument 
is a deed of trust. 

In a late opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States 
this language is used: “It is sometimes difficult to determine 
whether the particular instrument is a mortgage or an assign- 
ment without preferences; if the conveyance be made directly 
to the creditor himself, it is frequently treated as a chattel mort- 
gage.”’ (Davis v. Schwartz, decided January 7, 1895; 15 sup., 237.) 

In Scott v. McDaniel, 67 Texas 515, the court holds: “An 
instrument executed by a failing debtor in good faith, with an 
honest purpose to provide for the payment of designated debts, 
which is, on its face, a mortgage, with a power of sale, is not 
invalid because of the interest which might possibly remain in 
the mortgagor after the payment of the enumerated debts.” 








Po 
C1 
qu 
ne 
lal 
ful 








4 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





491 











* A VICTORIAN ANTHOLOGY. *% 





Selections illustrating the Editor’s critical review of British 
Poetry in the Reign of Victoria. Edited by Epmunp 
CLARENCE SrEDMAN. With brief biographies of the authors 
quoted, a fine frontpiece portrait of Queen Victoria and a Vig- 
nette of the Poet’s Corner in Westminster Abbey. 1 vol. 
large crown octavo, bound in attractive library style, $2.50 ; 
full gilt, $3.00 ; half calf, gilt top, $4.50; full levant, $6.00. 

This is a book of rare value and attractiveness. Mr. Sted- 
man has availed himself of the very wide range and richness 
of the field of poetry in Great Britain during the last sixty 
years to select a volume at once illustrating the critical views 
of his “Victorian Poets,” which has become a standard both 





in England and America, and embody'ng a large amount of 
the finest modern poetry. M-. Stedman has devoted to his 
work the same conscientious care which he bestows on his 
original volumes, has prepared a series of brief but excellent 
biographical sketches of the authors quoted. The book is 
typographically beautiful, is printed on the best paper, and 
bound in a very attractive style. 


_ Large-Paper Edition. \n two volumes, octavo, printed 
with great care on paper of the best quality. The first volume 
has a fine photogravure of Queen Victoria at thé time of her 
accession to the throne, the second an admirable portrait of 
her at the present time. The Edition is limited to 250 copies. 
Price, $10.00, net. 





HOUGHTON, MIFFLIN & CO., Boston 


soar East 17th Street, New York. 











In National Bank v. Lovenburg, 63 Texas 560; in Jackson v. 
Harby, 65 Texas, 710, and in Waterman v. Silberberg, 67 Texas 
100, the mortgage contained the same defeasance clause as in 
Stiles v. Hill, Fontain & Co., supra, that is, a condition of de- 
feasance as to such portion of the property as was not required 
to pay the debts. 

These decisions are so construed in Mills v. Pessels (13 U. S. 
Appeals, 49; Circuit Court for the Northern district of Texas), 
the court holding a conveyance to be a deed of trust which pro- 
vided that upon payment of the debts preferred the trustee was 
to redeliver the grantor “all of said goods unsold,” saying: ‘In 
Hudson v. Eisenmayer, 79 Tex 401, a precisely similar convey- 
ance was held to be a mortgage and not an assignment, citing 
Stiles v. Hill, 62 Tex., 429-430; Jackson v. Harby, 65 Tex., 710; 
Baldwin v. Peet, 22, Tex., 708, and Waterman v. Silberberg, 67 
Tex., 100; and the same case holds that such a conveyance is not 
in contravention to the statutes of the State regulating assign- 
ments. Mr. Chief Justice Stayton, in delivering the opinion of 
the court, said: ‘It must be presumed that the Legislature 
understood the difference between assignments for the benefit 
of creditors and mortgages to secure creditors, and it cannot 
be held that the Legislature intended the declaration that any 
attempted preference of one creditor or creditors of such assignor 
shall be deemed fraudulent and without effect should operate 
as a denial, even to an insolvent, of the right to make a mort- 
gage whereby some creditors would obtain over others prefer- 
ence.’ ”’ 

In Puckett v. Richardson Drug Co., 20 S. W. Rep., 1127, the 
mortgage contained a condition of defeasance, in that it pro- 
vided that, as soon as all of said indebtedness was paid off, such 
deed of trust and all therein contained was to become void. 

The fact that the preferred debts in a deed of trust exceed 
the value of the grantor’s property, and that none of the property 
may’in fact revert to the grantor, does not change the character 
of the instrument. 

The provision in the instrument construed by the Supreme 
Court in Adams v. Bateman, 29 S. W. Rep., 1124, as a defeasance, 
referred to the property, the provision being as follows: “And 
after the said debts are paid, the property and merchandise in 
the hands of the said W. M. Harrison and D. H. Kernaghan (the 
trustees), and not disposed of, shall be returned to us (the 
grantors).”’ 

In Burnham v. Logan, 29 S. W. Rep., 1066, the instrument 
construed to be an assignment by the Supreme Court did not 
provide for an equity of redemption as to the property, or that 
the surplus of the procecds of the sale of the property should 
be paid to the grantor. By implication of law, the provision in 
reference to the surplus of the proceeds of the sale of the prop- 
erty, being as much a part of the conveyance in Burnham v. 
Logan as if written in it, it is immaterial that the conveyance 
did not contain such provision. 

Tittle v. Vanleer, 29 S. W. Rev., 1065; Lochte v. Blum, 30, S. 
W. Rep., 925, and Adoue v. Collins, not yet reported, decided by 
the Court of Civil Appeals at Dallas on April 17, 1895, cases upon 
this subject, embracing instruments similar to those embraced 
in the cases heretofore discussed, are yet to be finally adjudi- 
cated by the Supreme Court, hence have not become a part of 
the law of the State. 

The relationship of agents exists between the trustee and 
the grantor of a deed of trust, and can be revoked and the con- 
veyance made void, by the payment of the debts secured. 

In Alliance Milling Co. v. Eaton, 96 Tex., 401, the court says: 
“By the exercise of a power thus conferred, title of a mortgage 
may be divested and passed to a purchaser, but the person who 
exercises such power, having no title himself, must be deemed, 
in so far, the agent of the mortgagor; although under obligation 
to exercise the utmost good faith and fair dealing toward cred- 
itors intended to be secured, for whom he may be deemed a 
trustee for the funds received for sale of mortgaged property. 
He is under no obligation to undertake to exercise the power 
and his refusal will not invalidate the mortgage; but his accept- 
ance of such an agency, which is his true relation to the mort- 





gagor, can not render unnecessary the acceptance of the mort- 
gage by the mortgagee. The existence or non-existence of a 


mortgage contract must depend on principles applicable to other 
contracts.” 








THE CALLFORNIA IRRIGATION LAW. 





Last month we published in full the opinion of Judge Ross 
holding the California Irrigation Law unconstitutional. Read 
in connection with that opinion the following letter is of great 
interest and value. It is from the pen of Col. Richard J. Hinton, 
a member of the American Society of Irrigation Engineers, and 
Py ay oe > as “the father of Irrigation in this country.” His letter 
8S as LOLIOWS: 

California came to us from Mexico. Its water laws descended 
from ancient days, through indigenous Mexican life, or Oriental 
and inter-Mediterranean customs and regulations as legalized 
by and founded from the Justinian or Roman code. Under it 
water is public wealth, not property. It is a common trust to be 
administered by the body politic, subject to “ servitudes ” (as the 
Spanish-American law hath it), for ‘“‘ beneficial uses” only. All 
this was made part of our constitutional law, under national 
protection, by the treaty of Guadaloupe-Hidalgo. Over other 
large portions of “ arid America” the laws originally governing 
the Louisiana purchase were held in force. There was, also, the 
imprescriptible “‘ prior rights”’ of Indian Pueblo and village, 
with Catholic mission communities, which rights were also 
conserved by the same treaty. They have been protected, too, 
by the Department of the Interior. They, too, are based on the 
unchanging concept of natural element and beneficial use. 

It is of the utmost importance to bear these points in mind 
with regard especially to California, and the decision of Judge 
Ross. 

My first point then is that the Spanish or Roman code as to 
water is the constitutional law of that State. Under it all use of 
water from natural sources of supply (even to springs on one’s 
own. land) is a public use under control of the general sov- 
ereignty. There never would have been, I believe, any doubt of 
this in the minds of jurists and courts therein, but for the early 
legal blunder adopted when David Dudley Field’s State code 
was voted as a whole body of governing statutes. Anglo-Ameri- 
can lawyers knew nothing of irrigation or public water manage- 
ment in the early fifties. ‘So Mr. Field’s embracement of the 
English common law within his code gave legality to English 
riparian rights, making the property equities of a humid region 
the blundering curses of an arid one. The physical conditions 
are sundered as wide as the poles. 


“ PRIOR APPROPRIATIONS.” 


My second point is that the miner’s law of “ prior appropri- 
ation” limited the equity by “ beneficial use,” which is the 
Anglo-American conception of common law in arid relations, is 
directly in the line of the governing Spanish code and community 
rules and customs. It has been built, by United States legisla- 
tion and the action of federal and state courts, into a great body 
of law. Contravention of the conditions which create for com- 
munities needing irrigation the controlling principle of public 
trust and beneficial service, must produce contention, disturb- 
ance and disaster. It will impede if it does not destroy irrigation 
and hinder its effective utilization. The Wright laws grew dis- 
tinctly out of the decision of the state supreme court, whose 
members were calf-bound in English common law precedents. 
The firmest believers in the California district system have 
always doubted its full applicability to a great area of raw and 
unoceupied land—the very reverse of what your informant has 
stated through your pages. This is how the Wright laws came 
into existence; in Kern county two great landholding firms, and 
a few scattered Mexican-American farmers and ranchers came 
in the early eighties into fierce conflict over water rights. Messrs. 
Hagegin, Levis & Carr, owners and controllers of about 1,000,000 
acres of land, were the parties representing the claims of “ prior 
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appropriations,” of water. They were and largely are in control 
thereby of the Kern river. This firm have spent a great sum of 
money in building important and extensive irrigation works. 
Their system, it was charged, tended to take or lower the supplies 
in many small streams and cienegas (wet places) usually occu- 
pied by Mexican ranchers, owning small areas along these little 
water-ways. They depended upon the rights guaranteed by 
custom and treaty. The prior appropriations did not, prob- 
ably could not, respect these. The other large firm, Miller 
& Lux, were the great graziers and cattle land owners. Per- 
force they were obliged to side with the small farmers. Seri- 
ous trouble occurred. At last the supreme court decided 
under common law, upon and in favor of the old 
doctrine of riparian right. Worse than the Kern 
county troubles ensued. Every irrigated farm (not supplied by 
wells or springs), and the rights of every prior appropriator were 
at once put in peril. All the little fruit farms that had grown 
up in the centre foothills section, and in southern California, 
were involved. Civil turmoil was threatened. To avert this, 
the governor convened the legislature in special session. To 
Sacramento came, among others, C. C. Wright, a young lawyer 
of Modesto, Stanislaus county, elected to a seat in the State 
Senate. The Legislators from Fresno were endeavoring to draft 
a large measure of public water management, omitting direct 
community ownership and administration. Senator Wright 
conceived the idea of applying the principle of municipal owner- 
ship as seen in town and village water works, to any adminis- 
trative district whose people should desire a common supply 
and distribution of water for farm irrigation purposes. Of 
course, the entire and fundamental basis of any such system 
must be that the use of water for irrigation purposes is primarily 
and above all else, a public use. Utilization works must then 
be public, paid for by taxes, while money could be raised, just 
as is done for town water works, by the issue of bonds, made 
secure by their lien upon all property embraced within the bene- 
fited districts. 


‘- JUDGE ROSS’ ERROR. 


This, thus tersely stated, is the sole genesis of the California 
district system, Its application there has mainly been to areas 
comparatively small and generally having considerable existent 
settlement and cultivation. Now,'I think in stating how the 
irrigation district system came to be, and the legal conception 
underlying it, that I have given the key note to the glaring error 
fourd in the decision of United States Circuit Judge Ross, in 
the case of the Fall Brook irrigation district of San Diego county, 
California. I may agree, indeed I do, that a large proportion 
of the Judge’s criticisms of details in the Wright laws are entire- 
ly well founded. But these are all correctible. Legislation can 
and will amend them. But Judge Ross has fallen into the same 
common law and precedent pit that the California State Supreme 
Court did in 1884-’85. That court has avoided it ever since, how- 
ever. He has taken the destructive ground that the use of water 
for irrigation purposes, while generally beneficial, is not 
such a public use as justifies the exercise of the powers of tax- 
ation, etc., in order to achieve its utilization and benefit. If his 
doctrine stands, then, not only the irrigation district plan of 
California will be destroyed, but the entire growth of reclama- 
tion will be so seriously checked over 17 States as to upset values 
and dishearten industry. 

I said after reading an imperfect copy of the Ross decision 
that it would not destroy the irrigation districts. I take that 
back, and assert that in my judgment no blow more disastrous 
could be aimed at the new and fresh economic life now growing 
wisely, if moderately, in the lands west of the 100th meridian, 
than a sustainment by the United States Supreme Court of the 
Ross dicta, that irrigation is a private and not public use of 
water. 


I am not going to argue further; water for irrigation is not 
property. It is a trust. The methods of using must be paid for 
by the users. I believe the public bond is the safest form at pre- 
sent for the investor. Any faults or looseness can be checked 
or changed. There is great profit in the idea. There is greater 
security, too, for the irrigator. The basic idea of the Roman 
law is the safety of all agronomic industry under aridity of 
climate. Any other view of the problems is in my opinion con- 
trary to equity. It is bad law, I venture to say, layman though I 
be. It certainly is the sign manual for economic disorder and a 
certain seal of unquenched greed. It must breed contention and 
strife, and it will surely hinder development. Respectfully, 


RICHARD J. HINTON, 
Member of American Society of Irrigation Engineers. 








RUFUS CHOATE’S ADVICE TO A LAW STUDENT 


The late Edmund Carleton of Littleton, N. H., left among 
his papers a letter from Rufus Choate, outlining a course of 
reading for a law student. At the time the letter was written 
Mr. Carleton was a private tutor in the family of John C. Cal- 
houn, with whom he lived. After this engagement he read law 
in Virginia, and was admitted to the bar there. Returning to 
his native State, he became a well-known lawyer and philan- 
thropist. The letter was written upon a sheet of letter paper, 
and folded, wafered and directed in the fashion of that day. 

After much study the chirography has been deciphered—all 
but one word, which is indicated by brackets. This is unin- 
telligible, even to Joseph H. Choate. The letter reads as fol- 
lows: 





-_— 


Mr. Edmund Carleton, City of Washington, D. C. Care of Dr. 


T. Sewall. 
Salem, June 1, 1823. 

Dear Sir: I have had an answer to your letter lying by me 
for a long time in the hope that Dr. Sewall would procure it 
from me, as I was unwilling to make you pay for what I am 
afraid you will hardly be able to read, or if you read will be 
of little service. But he has not written me since I received 
yours, and I should be uncivil to wait any longer. It gave me 
great pleasure to hear that you were so pleasantly situated at 
W., and to have it confirmed by yourself. Some of that young 
female society into which you have become introduced is among 
the most interesting that I have known, and your attachment 
to our much-loved New England must be a great deal stronger 
than even mine if you are not éasily reconciled by it to at least 
one year’s exile. Miss M—— has fine powers of mind and very 
much feeling and character, and so has Miss R—, her Latin 
classmate. I feel a warm attachment to them both, and to the 
others of that circle, and may well thank them for some of 
the happiest moments of my life. May I ask you to present 
my respects with great affection to those of them who remem- 
ber me? A niece of Dr. S E—— C. W——, is a special fa- 
vorite of mine and of everybody. You know her, too, I pre- 
sume, 


I am sorry to say in reference to your suggestion as to the 
encouragement with which the law meets in the Eastern States 
that I really do not think Massachusetts at least at all a 
promising stand for a young practitioner. As inevitably hap- 
pens in every comparatively old community and in all kinds of 
business the profession is full to overflowing and starvation; 
and in this country particularly the complaint is general and 
earnest. The amount of professional business here varies very 
much with the condition of our foreign commerce, and lawyers 
and merchants grow rich or poor together. The latter are Le- 
coming insolvent, and looking to a war in Europe, as a last and 
only chance for relieving their fallen fortunes; the former 
lounge in their offices, “pick clean teeth” and talk of the 
scarcity of clients and the still greater scarcity of fees and the 
neglect of merit. I suspect, however, that New Hampshire 
would furnish some very eligible situations. You can tell better 
than I; at any rate, the fluctuations of a capricious 1nd uncer- 
tain commerce affect its lawyers but little, and the people gen- 
erally, I am inclined to fancy, are somewhat more litigicus 
than in this well ordered, orthodox, exhausted neignboriood. 
But after all, all situations are very much alike. The first 
years of a professional life—spend them where you will—must 
be years of hard labor and scanty revenue; so at least I shall 
surely find it, and then the money and the applause of one 
community are worth just about as much as those of another. 
Only we both love New England a little too sincerely, I dare 
say, to think that life would be worth anything away from it. 
when, of course, we could pass it at the west end of the city 
of Washington. 


I should be very happy to suggest anything that wuuld be 
of servicve in the outset of your professional reading, but I 
very much doubt if I have thought enough about the ;roper 
course of study to be able. You will find much excellent :mat- 
ter, however, along with a great deal of bad taste in the ccom- 
position, in Hoffman’s course, the merely legal part of ‘hich is 
very well, the other, to you or any respectable Northern gradu- 
ate, of little service. The letters on the study of the ‘iw,,tco, 
are worth reading, and a little book mentioned by Hofman, 
and which I found in French’s bookstore, Pennsylvania avenue, 
is still better—the “Barrister.” It strikes me as liberal, scholar- 
like and highly judicious to lay a broad and deep foundation 
in the first place for a future course of historical reading tat 
shall embrace the whole history of modern Europe. The com- 
mon law is really of Middle Age growth, and its true essential 
spirit can never be well understood but by one who has lived 
much in feudal times, has mingled in the strifes and aijed in 
the public councils and drunken at the feasts of that p:oud 
baronial aristocracy which shaped the first forms of govern- 
ment and the first forms of jurisprudence that were reared upon 
the subsiding flood of civil revolution and Anarchy which had 
rolled over tthe Roman world. For this purpose Hallam's 
“Middle Ages” and then Robertson’s introduction to his 
“Charles V.” are the best, and are indispensable. Then would 
naturally follow Hume’s England, and then I should chink cne 
might plunge at once into the elementary writers on English 
common law. 


It was a great mistake in my own course of veading that 
I passed Blackstone so hastily and superficially. He is the first 
author, and I really think that one or two years in the ie- 
ginning would be well spent on him. The largest part of the 
first volume, though, the analysis of the English Constitution, 
is, as law, entirely useless; but you may work it very aJjvan- 
tageously into your course of political studies along with De 
Lolme (?), “The Federalist,’’ etc. The rest of his four rolumes, 
with the exception of a few chapters here and there, I should 
impress every word of it on my memory, and let it serve as a 
sort of central point to which to refer and around which to 
dispose and arrange all your after acquisitions. Once fully 
master of this inimitable analysis and digest of the English 
common law, the rest of the course is easy and delightful, and 
you may ascend from his finished and perspicuous chapters into 
a minuter study of the several departments of that complicated 
jurisprudence without a single one of those feelings of perplexity 
and those vague, misty, bewildering and unsatisfying views 
with which, as Stewart somewhere remarks, we make our first 
acquisitions in every science. The first of these departmerts 
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WE ARE GLAD TO ANNOUNCE AS READY AND FOR EARLY PUBLICATION. 
THE LAW OF MARINE COLLISIONS. 


A Treatise upon the Law Governing the Navigation of Vessels upon the High Seas and Inland Waters, and the Rights 
and Liabilities Arising on Account of Collisions between Vessels. 


—" 


By HERBERT R. SPENCER of the Duluth Bar. 





NOW READY. 


Mr, Spencer has made a thorough examination and exhaustive citation of cases. Foreign as well as American cases have been 
consulted. The book is not local and will be found to be useful throughout the English speaking world. 


ONE VOLUME, $7.50, net. 





PREPAID, $7.75. 


The Law of Divorce, Separation and Annulment of Marriage. 


By WILLIAM T. NELSON of the Omaha Bar. 


This will constitute the most comprehensive and exhaustive treatise upon the subjects yet published. 


TWO VOLUMES. 


(aALLAGHAN & (OMPANY, CHICAGO, ILL 


with which you will make it your business to form a more 
close and practical acquaintance than such a merely elementary 
writer as Blackstone can give you, is the law of real property. 
Before beginning Cruise, some one calls it a good pian, and 
surely it is an admirable one, to review that part of Blackstone’s 
second volume relating to it very attentively, and then part of 
his third, on real actions and injuries to realty; then Sullivan's 
lectures, and then Cruise, with some considerable exceptions. 
After Cruise, if you know where you are to practice, the statutes 
and judicial decisions of the State Legislature and State court 
are the subjects of your reading. Then follows personalty, but 
I dare say you are quite satisfied already. There is one obser- 
vation, however, that I should have been glad to have made to me 
in the outset of my legal studies. The alterations which English 
law has undergone here are very many and material, but I 
would not embarrass myself much with them for two years. 
Yet if they are pressed upon your notice in conversation, or by 
the office business, or if you light on them in books, the only 
possible way to retain them for after purposes is to enter them 
under their proper titles in a commonplace book. I would cer- 
tainly therefore procure one. 

I shall always be happy to hear from you on the subject 
of professional studies, or any other, and it will give me great 
pleasure to see you once more, if your plans of life bring you 
this way again in New England. With much esteem, sir, and 
the best wishes, yours, etc., RUFUS CHOATE. 








PILATE’S SENTENCE OF JESUS. 





An interesting document was discovered in the city of 
Aquill, in the kingdom of Naples, in the year 1280, during the 
course of a search for the discovery of Roman antiquities. It is 
thought to be the sentence of death passed by Pontius Pilate 
upon Jesus of Nazareth. The document remained there until it 
was found by the Commissioners of Art in the French army of 
Italy. Up to the time of the campaign in Southern Italy it was 
preserved in the sacristy of the Carthusians, near Naples, where 
it was kept in a box of ebony. Since then the relic has been 
kept im the Chapelo Caserta. The Carthusians obtained, by 
petition, leave that the plate might be kept by them as an ac- 
knowledgment of the sacrifices which they had made for the 
French army. The French translation was made literally by 
members of the commission of art. Denon had a facsimile of 
the plate engraved, which was bought by Lord Howard, on 
the sale of his cabinet, for 2,890 francs. 

There seems to. be no historical doubt as to the authenticity 
of the document. It will be observed that the reasons assigned 
for passing the. sentence correspond with those recorded in 
the four gospels. The portion of the document setting forth 
these reasons is as follows: 

“Sentence pronounced by Pontius Pilate, intendant of Lower 
Galilee, that Jesus of Nazareth shaJl suffer death by the cross. 
In the seventeenth year of the reign of the Emperor Tiberius, 
and on the 25th of March, in the most holy city of Jerusalem, 
during pontificate of Annas and Caiphas, Pontius Pilate, in- 
tendant of the Province of Lower Galilee, sitting in judgment 


’ In the presidential chair of the praetor, sentences Jesus of Naz- 


areth to death on a cross between two robbers. as the rumer- 
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ous testimonies of the people prove that (1) Jesus is a misleader; 
(2) He has excited the people to sedition; (8) He is an enemy of 
the laws: (4) He calls himself the Son of God; ©) He falsely 
calls himself the King of Israel; (6) He went to the temple fol- 
lowed by a multitude carrying palms in their hands.” 

The document orders the first centurion, Quirilius Cornelius, 
to bring Him to the place of execution, and forbids all persons, 
rich or poor, to prevent the execution of Jesus; and also orders 
that the said Jesus be taken out of Jerusalem through the gate 
of Tournea. 

The witnesses who signed the execution against Jesus were: 
(1) Daniel Robani, a Pharisee; (2) John Zorobabel; (8) Raphael 
Robani; (4) Capet. 








LEGAL CLASSICS. 





We have but few “ Legal Classics ’’ although there are many 
‘Classics’ as every student knows; among the Legal Classics 
there are three which stand out clear and distinct; first among 
these is “Smith’s Leading Cases,” without doubt the greatest of 
the Legal Classics. 

The approved method adopted by Mr. Smith is to trace legal 
principles chronologically through the reports, pointing out their 
modifications and divergencies and furnishing rules for recon- 
ciling apparent antagonistic cases and difficulties. The whole 
history of the selected cases is presented to the reader in a form 
denoting its thorough study. His notes are not surpassed for 
extent of learning, depth of theught and power of analysis, and 
are only equalled by the American editors, who have continued 
his plan with reference to the decisions of the Courts of this 
country. They have established the reputation of both for 
accurate research and sound legal learning. 

There have been published eighteen editions of this work, 
nine in the United States and nine in England. In comparative- 
ly few law offices, either in this country or abroad, will you fail 
to find a set of Smith’s Leading Cases. No lawyer or student 
will go wrong in adding this Legal Classic to his library. 

The’ second Legal Classic’ which we have on our list is 
“Broom’s Legal Maxims.” This has been through many editions 
and contains the essence of the law upon nearly every point. 
The lawyer knows what a Legal Maxim is and the student who 
does not know had better ask his preceptor and then get, read 
and study Broom’s Legal Maxims. 

The third classic and one not to be forgotten, is a little book 
published in Philadelphia some years ago entitled “‘ Sharswood’s 
Legal Ethics.” Of this we once heard an eminent jurist say he 
“read it every year, and got good out of it every time.” This 
little book should be read by every Judge, Lawyer and Law 
Student in the United States. It will pay for the reading. *** 
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ROUGH NOTES. 


The Supreme Court of Ohio holds in a recent case that a con- 
tract made or judgment rendered on Labor Day is void, for the 
reason that this day is a legal holiday. The question arose where 
@ party had made an assignment and had given certain prefer- 
ences to some creditors. The general or unpreferred creditors 
attached the preferred. This raised the question. 








Attorney General Harmon’s advice to young lawyers is to 
take whatever business offers, no matter how small. This ad- 
vice, he says, he has given to many young lawyers and has 
always tried to impress it upon their minds by reciting his own 
experience. Said he: “After I had been practicing three or four 
years, a man came to me one day in the dead of winter and asked 
me to go to a place some distance from the railroad line and try 
a case in the ’squire’s court. I went, nearly froze to death, tried 
the case, and won it. It was a replevin case growing out of the 
seizure of some tools belonging to one of the sub-contractors on 
the line of road between ‘Springfield and Cincinnati—now part 
of the Big Four system. The case was not important in itself, 
but the chief contractors were interested in it because, until the 
tools were replevined, the work could not go on. It happened 
that by winning that case I attracted the attention of the chief 
contractors and others and for ten years thereafter business 
growing out of that case came to me.”’ 





The decision of the Supreme Court of Ohio, declaring the 
Direct Inheritance Tax law of that State unconstitutional, has 
recently been officially published. Inheritance taxes have usual- 
ly been sustained, and the law of Ohio was not greatly different 
from those in other States, except that the exemption was placed 
at an unusually high figure, estates of less than $20,000 being 
untaxed, and there was a graduated tax on larger estates 
running from 1 per cent on those of less than $50,000 to 5 per 
cent on those exceeding $1,000,000. The Supreme Court reviewed 
all the objections to the tax raised on constitutional grounds 
and decided that the Assembly had the power to pass an inherit- 
ance tax, that the statute was not in violation of the provision 
that all laws should have a uniform operation throughout the 
State, and other objections were easily disposed of. The section 
of the Bill of Rights, which the court thought to be violated 
by the Inheritance Tax law, was that providing: ‘All political 
power is inherent in the people. Government is instituted for 
their equal protection and benefit.’”” The exemption clause and 
the provision for the graduated tax were held to be in conflict 
with this section. The only exemption as to taxation of prop- 
erty allowed by the Constitution is declared to be personal 
property to the amount of $200 to each individual and certain 
property devoted to public or charitable uses. In order to meet 
the objections of the Supreme Court, it would be necessary for 
the Ohio Legislature to reduce the exemption to $200, and to 
replace the graduated tax by a uniform one on the transfer by 
will of all estates exceeding that amount. 

The delay of the law and the uncertainty of the outcome of 
a lawsuit are proverbial; and some severe strictures have re- 
cently gained currency, of which the following is a fair sample. 
A Chicago paper says: “That there is occasion for so many 
murder and other trials for capita! and other heinous offenses is 
deplorable, but the manner in which they are conducted some- 
times in this country is contemptible. Not only so, but the un- 
certainty of conviction in the plainest cases, caused by quibbles, 
perjury, and those tricks well known to criminal lawyers, is a 
strong incentive to summary and illegal acts known as ‘lynch 
law,’ which are as likely to be visited upon the innocent as the 
guilty. In fact there is a growing disrespect for that law which 
is intended for the protection of life and property. Courts are 
often spoken of with contempt and their officers often treated 
with aversion. Cases which ought to be disposed of in a few 
days are frequently prolonged to weeks and sometimes months. 
The Haymarket trial in Chicago is a memorable instance. An- 
other is that of the young woman in Massachusetts who was 
accused, without the shadow of a cause, of murdering her father 
and step-mother, and more recently the trial and acquittal of 
other persons against whom the moral evidence was complete. 
The selection of juries is reduced to a farce. Competent men are 
refused because of their proper qualifications, and ignorance, 
stupidity and venality preferred. But when conviction is se- 
cured, punishment is by no means certain. Then comes in the 
_trickery and delays of supersedeases, motions for new trials, 
generally founded on trivial exceptions, appeals and all the ma- 
chinery devised by cunning lawyers to defeat justice, and on the 
failure of all a resort to the guilty man’s last hope, executive 
clemency, otherwise known as a pardon, a respite or a remission 
of penalty.” 





That ignorance of the law excuses no one is an old and well- 
known principle, and from a recent Vermont case it would seem 
that ignorance of the fact will not excuse an illegal act, for the 
Supreme Court of that State held, in the case of State v. Tornasi, 
31 Atl. Rep., 689, it was held that it was no defense to a prose- 
cution for violating a statute prohibiting the sale of lager beer 
that the accused did not know that the substance sold was lager 
beer. On appeal to the Supreme Court the defendant insisted 
that a charge so given was erroneous, claiming that ignorance 
of fact, unaccompanied by any negligence, exempts one from 
triminal responsibility. The Court, however, overruled the ob- 
jection, saying that if knowledge of certain facts is necessary 
to constitute an offense, the respondent can always show an 
ignorance of such fact in defense, or, rather, to insure a con- 








viction,it is incumbent upon the prosecution to show the respond- 
ent’s knowledge; e. g., it is an offense to pass counterfeit money, 
knowing it to be counterfeit. To convict, the prosecution must 
show the respondent’s knowledge of its baseness. Crabtree v. 
State, 30 Ohio St. 382, is of this class. The statute prohibited 
the sale of liquor to a person by one knowing him, the vendee, 
the vendee to be in the habit of getting intoxicated. It was held 
necesary to show knowledge of the respondent of the person's 
habit. The rule in most instances seems to be this: If, to con- 
stitute an offense, knowledge of certain facts is essential, it must 
invariably be shown that the respondent has such knowledge; 
but if a statute makes an act penal, without reference to know- 
ledge, it is then unnecessary to show it, and ignorance of the 
fact is no defense. The rule may be stated in other words, thus: 
If a statute commands that an act be done or omitted, which 
in the absence of the statute would be blameless, ignorance of 
the fact or state of things contemplated by the statute will not 
excuse its violation. The charge of the court was in accord with 
the rule as stated in State v. Hopkins, 56 Vt., 250. For the many 
cases in which the same doctrine is held, see People v. Roby, 52 
Mich. 577, and Farrell v. State, 32 Ohio St. 456; 30 Am. Rep. note, 
p. 617. A case much in point may be found in the English Ex- 
chequer: Reg. v. Woodrow, 15 Mees. & W. 404. In that code 
the respondent was tried, that eminent jurist, Sir Frederick 
Pollock, presiding, upon the charge of having in his possession 
adulterated tobacco, the defense being that he purchased it as 
genuine, and had no knowledge or cause to suspect that it was 
not so. 


Where an offense of a public nature has been committed 
and an arrest made as the outcome of it, the public has an inter- 
est to be informed concerning it, and the occurence, therefore, 
furnishes an occasion which confers a privilege upon the publi- 
cation of such circumstances and details thereof as are essenti- 
ally connected with and relevant to it. Where, therefore, a news- 
paper publishes an article purporting to give an account of an 
arrest at plaintiff’s house during the preceding night of a person 
charged with adultery, and the article contains the further state- 
ment that plaintiff’s house was a “bawdy house,” the publication 
is privileged, and the plaintiff cannot recover, even though her 
house may have been of unblemished reputation, in the absence 
of express malice or want of reasonable care upon the part of 
defendant's employees in making inquiry in regard to the cir- 
cumstances of the arrest and the character of the house. 


So held in the case of Shelly v. Dampman (Pa.), 152 Legal 
Intelligencer, 344, in which Endlich, J., said that “the question 
must depend, in the first instance, upon whether the publication 
was a privileged one, not under the last clause of the constitution 
of 1874, art. 1, § 7, for that applies to criminal prosecutions only 
(Barr v. Moore, 87 Pa. 385,392), but under the rule of the common 
law as to qualified privileges, which is discussed in Neeb v. Hope, 
111 Pa. 145;. Briggs v. Garrett, 111 Pa. 404; Press Company v. 
Stewart, 119 Pa. 584; Hayes v. Press Company, 127 Pa. 642; 
Conroy v. Pittsburg Times, 139 Pa. 334; Jackson v. Pitts- 
burg Times, 152 Pa. 406. It would be difficult, if not 
impossible, to conceive of any spoken, written or printed 
defamatory statement,. couched in appropriate and de- 
cent language, which, although untrue, would always 
and absolutely subject him who made it to liability to suit and 
recovery at the hands of the person defamed. Whether it will 
do so or not depends ordinarily, i. e., in the absence of some 
wrong besides the fact of the publication and its defamatory 
nature and its untruth, upon the circumstances, the occasion of 
its utterance, which may or may not be such as to excuse the 
same, that is to say, rendered it privileged, provided (and this 
is the qualification) it is made honestly with a good motive. 
The occasions which will have that effect, are, in Odgers, Lib. 
& S. *196, summarizing numerous decisions, said to be (1) where 
circumstances exist (or are by defendant reasonably believed 
to exist, Ib. *198,) which cast upon him the the duty of making 
a communication to a certain other person, to whom he makes 
the same in the bona fide performance of such duty; (2) where 
the defendant has an interest in the subject-matter of the com- 
munication, and the person, to whom he makes it a correspond- 
ing interest; and (3) fair and impartial reports of the proceed- 
ings of any court of justice or the Legislature. “Our own de- 
cisions,” says Mr. Justice Mitchell, in Conroy v. Pittsburg Times, 
supra, at p. 340, “ have followed the general trend in enlarging 
the class of qualified privilege, an’ giving a wide reach to its 
protecting mantle.’”’ Under them, as well as under the English 
cases approved by them, it may not be going too far to add to 
the above division of the subject another, viz., (4) where the 
publication, being voluntarily made to a community, is of a 
matter in which the same has a public interest. “It is sufficient,” 
says Mr. Chief Justice Paxson in Briggs v. Garrett, supra, at 
p. 415, ‘‘to confer the privilege that the matter is of public interest 
to the community;” and in Press Co. v. Stewart, supra, 603, the 
same learned justice observes: “If we are asked why this article 
is so privileged, I answer because it was proper for public infor- 
mation.” Of course, “it is not and cannot be claimed that there 
is any privilege in journalism which would excuse a newspaper 
when any other publication . . Would not*be excused:” per 
Campbell, C. J., in Foster v. Scripps, 39 Mich. 376, 380, a case 
approvingly cited upon another point in Neeb v. Hope, supra, 
at p. 154. But where the privilege on any of the above grounds 
exists, probable cause for believing the statement made to be 
true, though it be defamatory and false in point of fact, is a 
bar to a suit for libel, in the absence of evidence, intrinsic or 
extrinsic, of actual malice: Chapman v. Calder, 14 Pa. 365, 368; 
Neeb v. Hope, supra, 152; Briggs v. Garrett, supra, 416; Conroy v. 
Pittsburg Times, supra, 339. Whether the privilege exists or not 
is a question for the court alone.if the facts be undisputed: 
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Odgers, L. & 8S., *183, 216; Neeb v. Hope, supra, 154. Moreover, 
inasmuch as, when founded upon a privileged communication, 
“an action for libel is upon all fours with an action for mali- 
cious prosecution:” Briggs v. Garrett, supra, 414; Jackson v. 
Pittsburg Times, supra, 416; ‘ought to be viewed in the light 
of a malicious prosecution:” Chapman v. Calder, supra, 369; 
and is “closely assimilated to actions for malicious prosecu- 
tion:”’ Conroy v. *] Pittsburg Times, supra, 340; and inasmuch 
as, in that class of actions, the question ‘“‘ what facts and cir- 
cumstances amount to probable cause is a question of law:” 
McCarthy v. DeArmit, 99 Pa. 63; and, if the facts are undisputed, 
the declaration of whether probable cause exists or not as a 
legal inference from those facts is therefore for the court alone; 
Ib. 70,—it must also be true that, in an action for libel based 
upon a privileged communication, it must be for the court to 
decide, where the facts upon which the allegation of probable 
cause is predicted are undisputed, whether they establish its 
existence or not. Accordingly, in such a case, it was said in 
Briggs v. Garrett, supra, at p. 414: “A communication, to be 
privileged, must be made upon a proper occasign, from a proper 
motive, and must be based upon reasonable or probable cause: 
— And whether a communication be privileged or not is a 
question for the court, not the jury.’’ Where, therefore, the 
honesty of defendant’s belief in the truth of his statement is 
conceded, the propriety of the occasion and ‘the existence of 
probable cause necessary to complete the privilege is, upon an 
undisputed state of facts, for the court alone to decide.” 








RECENT TESTIMONIALS. 


Huntingdon, Pa.—I think very well of the journal, and want my 
volume complete. K, A. LOVELL. 
Milwaukee, Wis.—A most instructive and entertaining paper. 
FREDERIC FELKER. 
Corvallis, Oreg.—I do not wish to lose any numbers, as I think 
the AMERICAN LAWYER the best publication I take. 
W. 8S. Hurrorp. 
Baxter, Iowa —I find the journal an inspiration to the continued 
stady of law, and would not do without the learned articles it con- 
tains for several times the cost of the journal. HENRY SILWOLD. 


Galveston, Tex.—I find the AMERICAN LAWYER a most excellent 

commercial law journal, and very valuable to a practicing attorney. 
EDGAR WATKINS. 

San Antonio, Tex.—I am very much pleased with the paper, and 


regard its reports of the current important cases as valuable to the 
lawyer who wishes to keep abreast with the times. F. H. Wasn. 

Dubnqnue, lowa.—I am more pleased with your paper than ever 
and think it the best publication fur lawyers published. 

P. S. WEBSTER. 

Council Grove, Kan.—I think you are poblishing the most read- 
able legal magazine extant, and I never pick it up without feeling 
that I have been benefited by reading it. Gro. P. MorREHOUSE. 

Newport, Ky.—Febroary number arrived all right. It is like 
all the others that I have seen of the ‘‘ Lawyer,” first class. I read 
them all carefully and with much pleasure, and believe that any 
one who does so will have his ideas broadened and add considerably 
to his legal knowledge. Witt H. Lyons, 


Oregonia, Ohio.—I very much like the AMrrican Lawyer. It 
supplies a long felt want, and in its style and manner of reporting 
late decisions and — events in which the legal profession are 
interested it has no equal. JEREMIAH MILLs. 

Springfield, Mass.—I find it a singularly exhaustive review of 
current legal and edited with discrimination and ability. 

FRaNK 8. RICE. 

Portland, Me.—I think the ‘‘ Lawyer” contains the most for the 
money of any legal publication of which I have knowledge. 

LEVI TURNER. 

Sioux Falls, 8. D.—We are very much pleased with the AMERI- 
CAN LAWYER and shall be glad to continue our subscription to it, 
and our advertisement in it. We think there have been marked im- 
ee during the ptesent year and that it is filling a field that 

eretofore was /argely neglected. BaILEY & VOORHEES. 

South McAlester, Ind Ter.—I received the November number of 
the magazine and am very much pleased with it, especially the ed- 
itorial pages, and the reports of the bar associations, and the news 
and notes of the profession. J. W. McLoup. 

Athens, Tex.—I am very much pl. ased with the brevity, clear- 
ness and certainty with which you make your points, so wholly un- 
like the usual law writer of this day, jeaving one uncertain after 
reading, what is intended to be conveyed. M. E. RICHARDSON. 

Hamilton, Mont.—I appreciate the AMERICAN LAWYER very 
highly. It is too good to miss a single issue. It fills, in my opinion, 
a hitherto unoccupied field, and fills it ably and well. I tind much 
pleasure and profit in perusing it. HENRY L. MYErs. 

Wymore, Neb.—I have received two or three copi+s, and like the 
tone of it. A. D. McCANDLEss. 

Augusta, Ga.—Will wy change our name to Steed & Garling- 
ton? Change the C toG. We receive a great many letters ad- 
dressed Steed & Carlington, which shows that your journal is a fine 


Omaha, Neb.—I have examined the AMERICAN LAWYER and 
consider it a very newsy, up-to-date legal publication. 

G. H. BURCHARD. 
McPherson, Kan.—We appreciate this eg very highly 
and pay our subscription cheerfally. OHN D. MILLIKEN. 


Medicine Lodge, Kan.—The AMERICAN LAWYER ought to be a 
great thing for the profession, as well as for its publishers, since it 
comes nearer to a legal newspaper than any other journal. 

G. M, MARTIN. 


Mansfield, Ohio.—Greatest thing extant in legal news for the 
money. NoRMAN M. WOLFE, Judge Common Pleas Court. 
Montgomery, Ala.—I am much pleased with both the tone and 
manner of your publication. F. C. RANDOLPH. 


Woonsocket, 8. D.—Your periodical is fall of interest to me. 
Every lawyer ought to take it. Wo. F. KENFIELD. 
Kansas City, Mo.—I have enjoyed your valuable paper for the 
past year, and hope that the new features which you propose adding 
to it will make it still more useful and entertaining. 
T. M. Frecp, JR. 
Ashland, Ohio.—Am well pleased with your journal, and have 
found many valuable ideas in its columns. W. T. DEvor. 


Kosse, Tex.—Your journal is always a welcomed visitor at my 
office. It is useless for me to wish you success for it, for, as long as 
it maintains its present Standard of excellence, it will need no rec- 
ommendation. The wonder is that you can publish it for the small 
sum of $1.00. . ERNEST HERRING. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—We are subscribers to the publication and 
are well pleased with it, and desire our names to be continued as 
such, and have our names published in the Attorneys’ List. 

JOHNSON & LEVY. 

Detroit, Mich.—The journal is an admirable one. We would 
not, now that we have commenced it, be without it. If you keep it 
up on the present lines it cannot fail to meet the approbation of 
every American lawyer. SULLIVAN & Mason. 

Racine, Wis.—I am much pleased with the AMERICAN LAWYE 
and find it of great interest. JOHN W. OWEN. 

Chemnitz, Germany.—Believing in a book or magazine like the 
AMERICAN LAWYER, recognizing the great amount of good I can get 
out of it, knowing that appreciation 1s best shown by subscriptions, 
I send mine in advance. I get the value of a year’s subscription out 
of each number. J. C. MonaGHAN Consuk United States Consulate. 


Ottawa, Ont., Can.—We may add without flattery, that we con- 
sider .our publication the leader in its sphere, and look forward 
with pleasure to its perusal from month to month. 

MacCrackKEN, HENDERSON & McKay. 


Goldendale, Wash.—I am highly pleased with the ‘‘ Lawyer” 
and can hardly see how so good a periodical can be published for 
the price. The reports of the sessions of the different bar associa- 
tions are particularly interesting. C. H. SPAULDING. 


Des Moines, lowa.—I am much pleased with it as an advertising 
medium and legal magazine. A. A. McLauUGHLIn. 
Mammoth Spring, Ark.—I am highly pleased withit. It is cer- 
tainly an excellent law journal and if the copy I have received is a 
fair sample of it, no progressive lawyer can afford to do without it. 
JNO. W. MEEKS. 
Seattle, Wash.—I am much pleased with its form, scope and con- 
tents. It strikes me as a rare and judicious combination of popular 
and technical features, and as supplying a marked defect in legal 
journalism. I wish it the most abundant success. J. ARTHUR. 
Baltimore, Md.—Allow me to extend my congratulations to you, 
upon the merited success with which your journal is meeting. 
derive more pleasure and profit from it than from any other paper of 
the nature, received at my office. EpWIN HaRVIE SMITH. 


St. John’s, Newfoundland.—At the end of my first year’s sub- 
seription I have much pleasure in enclosing renewal of same for 
another year. The AMERICAN LAWYER is one of the best publica- 
tions of its kind and should be worth far more than the small sub- 
seription charged for it to any practitioner who wishes to keep 
abreast of the times. 

DoNnaLD Morison, Attorney General for Newfoundland. 


Lebanon, I1l.—Within the past year I have found THE AMERI- 
can LAWYER to contain very valuable information, and I deem it 
necessary for every student of the legal profession, and in fact every 
member of the bar, to the Journal. I recommend the Am- 
ERICAN LAWYER as a useful book reference for the practitioner than 
any book of this kind previously published and will say that it is 
the best journal of this kind with which I am familiar and it de- 
serves extensive circulation. JOHN E. HILLSKOETTER, L.L.B. 


Hastings, Neb.—Let me congratulate you on the great success 
of your efforts in establishing the AMERICAN LAWYER. It seems to 
oceupy a field absolutely its own; bringing the lawyer in closer 
touch with his brother lawyers all over the country. The portion 
of the magazine devoted to what might be called ‘ gossip of the 
bar” is worth many times the price of subscription. 

MICHAEL A. HaRTIGAN. 

Dexter, Me.—We already subscribe to the AMERICAN LAWYER 





advertising medium. SteED & GaRLINGTON. 


and like it. CrossBy & CROSBY. 
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ANNUAL MEETING OF THE ORE- 
GON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION, 


The fifth annual meeting of the Oregon 
State Bar Association was held at Port- 
land on the 17th and 18th of last month. 
There was a large attendance of mem- 
bers, including not only representatives 
of the Multnomah Bar, but attorneys 
from all portions of the State, and among 
all the unanimous desire seemed to pre- 
vail to do all possible to advance the 
standing of the legal fraternity before 
the people of Oregon. Judge Shattuck, 
president of the association, being de- 
tained by important business in depart- 
ment No. 1 of the State Circuit Court, 
over which he presides, Judge Lionel 
Webster, one of the vice-presidents, pre- 
sided. 

Among the first business transacted 
was the admission of new members. The 
following attorneys, admitted to prac- 
tice by the Supreme Court, were elected 
as members of the association: H. W. 
Riddel, "George Henry Hill, R. W. Mon- 
tague, B. L. Eddy, W. C. Hale, Wallis 
Nash, S. T. Jeffery, W. M. Davis, Joseph 
W. Schnabel and H. C. Watson. Mr. H. 
R. Thornton reported that during the 
year there had been twenty-six appli- 
cations for admission to the Bar from 
portions of the State, outside of Port- 
land, and that seventy new members 
had been admitted to practice by the 
Supreme Court. 


After transacting other routine busi- 
ness, two amendments were made to 
the constitution of the society, one of 
which changes the time of holding an- 
rual meetings to the third Thursday in 
August, and the officers for the ensu- 
ing year elected, who are as follows: 
President, Charles B. Bellinger; secre- 
tary, Charles H. Carey; treasurer, C. J. 
Schnabel. The vice-presidents are: 


+ First district, Judge W. C. Hale of 
Klamath Falls; second, C. A. Sehlbrede 
of Rosenburg; third, Judge H. H. Hewitt 
of Albany; fourth, Judge L. L. McArthur 
of Portland; fifth, Judge Frank J. Taylor 
of Astoria; sixth, Judge Stephen A. 
Lowell of Pendleton; seventh, H. H. Rid- 
dell of The Dalles; eighth, Judge M. D. 
Clifford of Canyon City; ninth, Thomas 
H. Crawford of Union. 

An Exe-:utive Committee, consisting of 
five persons, was elected as follows: Al- 
fred F. Sears, Jr.; ©. A. Dolph, Milton W. 
Smith, S. B. Huston and Charles W. 
Fulton. 

A Special Committee was appointed by 
the chairman to confer with the Supreme 


Court in regard to the rule of appeals, 


consisting of Rufus Mallory, L. L. McAr- 
thur, J. B. Cleland, Thomas O’Day and 
Raleigh Stott. 

The Executive Committee, of which 
Judge Shattuck is chairman, submitted 
the following report, which was placed 
on file: 

“To the Oregon Bar Association—The 
Executive Committee respectfully reports 
that since the last annual meeting of the 
association it has held a number of meet- 
ings, the first of which was upon Dec. 
21, 1894. At this last named meeting 
your committee had under consideration 
the financial condition of the association, 
and it was ascertained that, owing to the 
fact that the dues of the members had 
not: been collected, the treasurer had in- 
sufficient funds on hand to pay for print- 
ing the proceedings of the meeting of 
1894. For this reason it was decided to 
postpone publishing the proceedings of 
the meeting until the treasurer had cash 
in hand for the purpose. The same sub- 
ject has been considered at various times 
by the committee, but as the treasurer 
has not been able to provide funds for 
the purpose, the proceedings have not yet 
been printed. 

“At the first meeting of the Executive 
Committee during the year, the president 
announced the appointment of the stand- 
Lyre committees of the association as fol- 
Ows: 


iol 








“Committee on Jurisprudence and Stat- 
utory Reform—L. B. Cox, chairman; H. 
Hurley, Thomas A. McBride, J. V. Beach, 
J. K. Weatherford. 


“Committee on Judicial Administration 
and Remedial Procedure—R. S. Bean, 
chairman; R.'S. Strahan, C. B. Bellinger, 
A. S. Bennett, J. F. Watson. 

“Committee on Grievances—Milton W. 
Smith. John Catlin, F. P. Mays, S. B. 
Huston, Lionel R. Webster. 

“Committee on Legislation—L. L. Mc- 
Arthur, W. W. Thayer; Joseph Simon, C. 
A. Sehlbrede, J. R. Bryson. 

“Committee on Legal Education and 
Admission to the Bar—C. E. Wolverton, 
R. H. Thornton, G. H. Burnett, C. E. S. 
Wood, W. M. Gregory. 

“Your committee also report that there 
have been during the year two informal 
meetings of members of the bar, partially 
under the auspices of the Oregon Bar 
Association. One of these meetings was 
to commemorate the death of Hon. R. 8S. 
Strahan, and the other on the occasion of 
the death of the Hon. H. Hurley. On 
both of these occasions committees were 
appointed to draft resolutions concerning 
the deceased, which were subsequently 
reported and adopted.”’ 

The report of the grievance committee 
is decidedly interesting reading, and 
shows a determined effort to purify the 
bar of the State. It was a terrific ar- 
raignment of some who had, under the 
protection of the association, pursued a 
nefarious course, an@ had been roundly 
called to account for their misdeeds. The 
report is as follows: 

“To the Oregon Bar Association: 

“The grievance committee of this as- 
sociation beg leave to submit the follow- 
ing report: 

“Three cases of disbarment before the 
Supreme Court of this State were handed 
to this committee by the former commit- 
tee of grievances, viz.: Cases against O. 
P. Mason, U. S. Grant Marquam and C. 
C. Thompsom Five cases for disbarment 
have been commenced by the advice of 
this committee, as follows: C. E. Kindt, 
P. J. Bannon, Harold Pilkington, John 
Ditchburn and Louis C. Garrigus. 

“We have had before us several other 
eases which, upon examination, we 
thought were not proper cases to be pre- 
sented for disbarment, several of which, 
however, showed considerable irregular- 
ity im proceeding and lack of moral sense 
which is to be deprecated in the profes- 
sion, but which the law in its present 
condition will not reach. 

“The case of O. P. Mason is for pub- 
lishing a-false and malicious libel and 
for attempting to extort money, upon 
one or both of which accusations said 
Mason has been convicted and sentenced. 
The testimony in the case has been 
taken and reported to the Supreme Court 
and will be ready for trial at the begin- 
ning of the next term. 

“The case against Marquam is for mis- 
appropriation of money. This case has 
been referred to C. H. Sholes to take 
testimony and report the same to the Su- 
preme Court. It is well under way, and 
will be ready for hearing at the next 
term. 

“The case against C. C. Thompson is 
for practically the same thing, and it 
has been referred to Mr. Sholes to take 
the testimony also, and will be ready for 
hearing before the Supreme Curt at the 
next term. Thompson is at present in jail 
under conviction of larceny, with every 
prospect of going to the penitentiary. 

“The case against Kindt is for pre- 
senting false affidavits and vouchers to 
the administrator of an estate, to show 
that a certain note which was due from 
him to the testator was paid, and for 
procuring false notary certificates. This 
case also has’ been referred to Mr. Sholes 
to take testimony. 

“The case against P. J. Bannon stands 
on @ conviction in the Circuit Court of 
the United States for the District of Ore- 
gon for uttering false certificates for ad- 
mission of Chinese, and also for making 
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false certificates as a notary. This case 
is not at issue. 

“The case against Harold Pilkington 
stands on a conviction in the State Court 
for embezzlement. Pilkington is at pres- 
ent in the penitentiary. He was allowed 
by the court until the first of October in 
which to plead. At that time no plead- 
ing was filed, and we have filed a mo- 
tion for a default, and for a judgment 
according to the prayer of the petition. 

“The case against John Ditchburn 
stands on numerous charges, principally 
for uttering false undertakings in at- 
tachment proceedings and libel proceed- 
ings, also for gross drunkenness and mis- 
behavior in court. There are many other 
charges than those which are set out in 
the information that might be brought 
against Ditchburn. He is, in the opinion 
of the grievance committee, one of the 
worst men allowed to practice in the 
State of Oregon, and all lawful and 
proper means should be used to prevent 
his further connection with the bar of 
Oregon. This case is at issue, and will 
be referred immediately to take the tes- 
timony. 

“The case against Louis C. Garrigus is 
for misappropriation of funds and for 
the sale and transfer of lands held by 
him in trust, contrary to trust agree- 
ment. He and one M. Lewis owned cer- 
tain lands together, and Garrigus sold 
these lands in some instances, and in 
others mortgaged them, for his own use 
and benefit, and thereby lost to Miss 
Lewis all her interest in the property. 
It is a very bad case, and would certain- 
ly have resulted in disbarment, but pend- 
ing the proceedings for disbarment Gar- 
rigus filed his resignation as an attorney. 
This has not been acted upon as yet by 
the Supreme Court. 

“The committee has labored under con- 
siderable difficulty in prosecutirg its in- 
vestigation in several instances, because 
of the disinclination of parties against 
whom charges had been made to facili- 
tate its investigation. There has also 
been considerable delay in the prosecu- 
tion of cases alrady begun on account of 
dilatory pleas an dextensions of time at 
the suggestion of defendants. Under the 
present method of disposition of such 
cases the committee has been unable to 
dispose of the business before it with that 
facility which, in the judgment of the 
committee, should characterize such pro- 
ceedings, so there are now several at- 
torneys practicing at the bar of this 
State, who, in the judgment of this com- 
mittee, should be disbarred, and who are 
bringing odium upon the profession by 
continuing in the practice while proceed- 
ings—supported in our judgment by evi- 
dence amply sufficient to require their 
disbarment—are pending against them. 

“In view of these facts the committee 
feels impelled to recommend that the as- 
sociation adopt some measure looking to 
the more speedy and effective disposition 
of these cases, and to that end we sug- 
gest that one of the most effective meth- 
ods of accomplishing this would be to se- 
cure a rule of the Supreme Court to the 
effect that upon the filing of complaint 
for disbarment, the defendant shall be 
suspended from practice until the hear- 
ing of the case, upon the recommendation 
of this committee to that effect. If the 
law will not now justify the adoption 
of such a rule, then the committee rec- 
ommends that action may be taken look- 
ing to the enactment of a statute which 
will accomplish that result. 


“The business of this committee has 
been exceedingly unpleasant. There are 
many reasons why every lawyer would 
seek to avoid the duty imposed by it. 
But it seems to us that the time has 
come when the bar of Oregon, and par- 
ticularly in Multonomah County, must 
arouse itself and put out of fts ranks 
disreputable members, or its reputation 
will be so tarnished that it will take 
many years for it to regain its former 
reputation. Within the last year there 


have been nine members of this bar ar- 
rested for crimes. 
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“We recommend that the association 
appropriate at least $100 to pay the nec- 
essary expenses of the prosecution of the 
cases now pending. The expenses of this 
committee have been $7.50, which the 
committee asks the association to pay. 

“Dated at Portland, Ore., Oct. 17, 1895. 

“Respectfully submitted, 

“MILTON W. SMITH, 
“LIONEL R. WEBSTER, 
“Committee.” 

This report provoked a spirited debate, 
and was finally adopted, showing an un- 
mistakable determination to elevate the 
standard of the bar of the State and 
purge it of unworthy and offending mem- 
bers. 

Mr. L. L. MtArthur, chairman of the 
committee on legislation, made a report 
imteresting to the members, but disap- 
pointing, no doubt, because, as the re- 
port states: “Not a single bill submitted 
at the request of your committee was en- 
acted into a law.” The same dismal 
failure attended the efforts of the special 
committee appointed to take charge of 
the subject of legisiation necessary to 
place district attorneys upon a salary 
and to abolish fees. 

The chairman of the committee on the 
Supreme Court made the following re- 
port: 

“To the Oregon Bar Association: We, 
your committee appointed to devise plans 
to increase the efficiency of the Supreme 
Court of this State, beg leave to report 
as follows: 

“We considered that it would be better 
to ascertain so far as possible what were 
the existing laws of the various States 
as to appellate courts, and the opinions 
of those having most experience in their 
method of work, rather than to evolve 
any mere theory in our answer, because 
if any change in our system is to be ef- 
fected, it must be, as we think, by adopt- 
ing some system already in use and 
tested by experience. We, therefore, di- 
rected our chairman to address circular 
letters to the various chief justices and 
clerks of the various appellate courts of 
the States, as well as to several promi- 
nent members of the bar, and we append 
to this report all the replies received. 
A partial schedule or analysis of these 
replies is also appended as part of our 
report. 

“We now beg leave to announce as our 
unanimous conclusion, which conclusion 
is supported by the statistics above re- 
ferred to, that the essential and chief 


consideration in the constitution of an | 
appellate court is the length and firm- | 


ness of tenure of office. The next im- 
portant consideration should be the com- 
pensation of the judges. With the cer- 
tainty of a long term of office, and the 
assurance of a competent salary with 
which to support a family in comfort, and 
with the dignity belonging to the office, 
the independence of the appellate court 
is assured, and the best material ob- 
tained. We do not believe that the sal- 
ary should be measured by the highest 
gains of the profession in the State, but 
we do think it should represent the aver- 
age gains and something more. With 
such a measure the salary is not at all 








an object to struggle for, because those 
attorneys who are not earning up to the 
average probably never would or could 
become candidates for the office, and 
others would submit to something of a 
personal loss for the honor of the posi- 
ticn, 

We believe that $5,000 is not too high 
a salary for so wealthy, prosperous and 
growing a State as Oregon to pay to the 
men who are to determine its laws as a 
court of last resort. This is higher than 
some of the States much older than Ore- 
gon pay their Supreme Judges, but we 
believe it is not higher than the salary 
paid by any State of the standing of 
Oregon, measured by its resources and 
wealth. It is, of course, much lower than 
the salaries paid by the more populous 
and wealthy States. 

“The number of judges necessarily de- 
pends somewhat upon the work to be 
done. Our sister State, Washington, be- 
gan its Supreme Court with a bench of 
five judges. There is no question that the 
Oregon Supreme Court has more work 
to do than that of Washington. We have 
no question in our minds that five judges 
are absolutely required to handle prop- 
erly the work brought before the Su- 
preme Court of Oregon. It has been 
personally stated to your committee, by 
judges now on the Supreme Bench and 
judges who have been on the Supreme 
Bench, that the smallness of their num- 
ber necessitates a choice between two 
evils; first, either to let the docket run 
behind; or, second, to give to many cases 
only a hasty and partial examination. 
If the Supreme Court is increased at all, 
it should, of course, be increased to an 
odd number, and in our minds it should 
be increased to five. 

“Measured by almost every State of 
the Union, as well as by general theory, 
the term of office is entirely too short. It 
is our opinion that the judgeship is in 
many respects apart from the law, and 
that every year which a judge spends 
upon the bench increases his efficiency. 
The judges are necessarily drawn from 
the profession of the law, and we believe 
that freedom of mind, independence of 
character and the entire attention to the 
business of the court and freedom from 
political influences can best be secured by 
a long term, with the precedent estab- 
lished, which seems to be almost invaria- 
ble in the case of long terms, that those 
judges who have acquitted themselves 
well shall be returned to the bench with- 
out regard to party. It seems useless to 
discuss the question whether election or 
appointment is preferable, because the 
elective system is firmly established in 
Oregon, as is also the method of election 
by the people rather than by the Legis- 
lature, as in some of the States, but we 
believe that with a long term a method 
of election by the people is entirely satis- 
factory. The ergument that a short term 
enables us to get rid of a worthless judge 
before he has afflicted the community 
very long, is, we think, worthless, be- 
cause we do not believe that there is any 
appreciable proportion of worthless 
judges, and certainly it is better as a 
rule that a man who is thought fit to put 
on the bench should feel secure in his 





position rather tham that an occasional 
mistake should be speedily rectified. Our 
investigation leads us to believe that the 
Supreme Court is overworked. That it 
is insufficient in its number of members 
and in the salaries paid to them, and that 
the salaries paid to the members of the 
bench is below the average of the stand- 
ing of the class from whom the judges 
are taken. We also believe that it is in- 
adequate to the proper support of the 
judges and their families, for it must be 
remembered that it is a great desidera- 
tum that a judge should be as far as 
possible kept from any source of income 
except his salary and his own personal 
investments. 

“We believe that the term of office of 
the judges of the Supreme Bench of Ore- 
gon is entirely too short, and we believe 
further that the remedy of these evils 
lies wholly with the Bar of Oregon. The 
judgeships are felt to be matters pecu- 
liarly within their province. The Bar 
numbers among its members a greater 
number of influential politicians than al- 
most any other class of men, and if only 
the Bar were unanimous and determined 
in the matter we believe that a reforma- 
tion could be accomplished, even though 
it includes the difficult task of the con- 
stitutional amendment. 

“We, therefore, recommend that the 
Oregon Bar Association shall recommend 
to the profession and the State that the 
number of the members of our Supreme 
Bench be increased to five, that their sal- 
aries be raised to $5,000, and the term 
of office be increased to ten years, and 
that diligent and earnest steps be taken 
to adjust this matter and bring about 
the desired reformation. 

“C. E. S. WOOD, Chairman.” 

Judge Shattuck, the retiring president, 
delivered the following annual address. 
He said: 

“Laws and limitations of freedom, and 
at the same time (however paradoxical 
it may appear) are indispensable condi- 
tions of freedom. Another statement of 
the proposition is this: Freedom and or- 
der must go hand in hand together in 
every well-conducted and progressive 
State, no matter under what form the 
State shall act. You may have your State 
with or without a king, and your church 
with or without a bishop; yet, unless you 
have law and order along with freedom, 
and a sense of duty and habits of obedi- 
ence along with prohibitions and re- 
strainte, you will have a baseless fabric 
that will go down to anarchy and con- 
fusion. 

“At no time within the experience of 
the oldest members of this association 
have these propositions demanded more 
earnest and anxious thought. An out- 
look and a retrospect will enable us the 
better to understand the grcunds of our 
hopes and our fears. 

“Our form of government has been put 
to the test in all ways necessary to jus- 
tify our boast that we have a heritage 
worth preserving, and fit to be trans- 
mitted to succeeding generations. Be- 
sides achieving our independence, we 
have encountered and put down insur- 
rection and rebellion; we have waged 
successful war by sea and land against 
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the most powerful and warlike nation 
of the earth; we have carried on war on 
the soil of a foreign nation, and in her 
own capital dictated terms of peace. We 
have engaged in the most gigantic do- 
mestic and civil war which the world has 
ever before seen, a war for a principle, 
and one where the valor of the van- 
quished enhanced the glory of the victor, 
But the prestige which our nation has 
gained by war is but a trifle compared 
with that which has been gained by our 
people through the victories of peace. 
The changes which have been wrought 
within the last half century in business 
and methods of business, and in the gen- 
eral aspects and aims of commercial and 
industrial life amount to nothing less 
than a revolution. 

“Through the free gifts of science to 
society our whole land is covered with 
the most convenient and productive ap- 
pliances for use in the arts or for busi- 
ness or pleasure. The mightiest forces 
of nature have been subjected to the 
control of a single hand. Space and 
time are scarcely any longer regarded 
as hindrances to the interchange of 
commodities or the transmission of 
thoughts. The cost of production has 
been brought to a minimum. The ma- 
chine has taken the place of the man, 
and, wherever the machine has been 
used, according to the spirit and pre- 
cepts of Lord Bacon’s philosophy, that 
is for ‘the glory of God, and the relief of 
man’s estate,’ the patient toiler of yes- 
terday may to-day enjoy the produce of 
his own labor and the freedom of his 
own thoughts, while the levers and the 
«wheels and the pulleys which science has 
1 gg motion are performing his daily 

ask. 


“Notwithstanding the conservatism of 
the legal profession, the law and lawyers 
have felt the change that is going on. 
The tenures of real estate which the 
feudal system transmittd to modern so- 
ciety have been swept away, and now 
the tranfer of land is almost as simple a 
transaction as the sale of a horse. Fic- 
tions, which used to have a prominent 
Place in the pratice and administration 
of law, have been almost wholly dis- 
carded. Imprisonment for debt with its 
unreasonableness and cruelties has been 
abolished, and exemptions for unfortu- 
nate debtors have been almost univer- 
sally provide. Married women have 
been relieved from the disabilities of co- 
verture, and it can no longer be said, 
‘man and wife are one, and the man is 
the one’; on the contrary, a married 
woman is now by statute in almost all 
the States made a distinct entity from 
her husband, and provided with the 
means for enforcing and protecting her 
rights. In most of the States special 
forms of actions have been dispensed with 
and pleadings are framed upon the sim- 
ple forms of the civil law.. The ancient 
presumption that an interested party 
will, of course, lie if admitted as a wit- 
ness has been overthrown, and parties 
and persons interested are admitted to 
the witness-box. Grand juries have been 
modified, and in some of the States 
abolished. In making up trial juries, it 
is no longer universally insisted that 
there shall be 12 men; a less number 
than 12 is with increasing frequency ac- 
cepted for the trial of civil cases. Re- 
ligious liberty is secured by the strong- 
est constitutional guarantee. There is 
an absolute separation of Church and 
State, and the hundred sects into which 
religionists are divided may find con- 
genial and sufficient employment, not in 
persecuting each other, but in works of 
charity, peace and good will toward 
mankind, while the merits of each sect 
may be measured by the scope and ex- 
tent of its practical beneficence. 


“Freedom of speech and of the oress 
is enjoyed by our people almost to a 
dangerous extreme. 

“Books have been multiplied, and the 
standard works in poetry, philosophy, 
history and science are brought within 
the means of all who wish to read and 
study. 





“Institutions of learning and schools of 
every grade (notably the common 
schools) are pouring the lizht of knowl- 
edge into almost every houseinJid in the 
land. Without pursuing this subject fur- 
ther, it is sufficient to say chat this out- 
look justifies one in exciaiming, ‘Surely 
the lines have fallen tu me in pleasant 
places, and I have a goodl,” heritage.’ 

“This optimistic view of the condition 
and prospects of our country is checkered 
with portents of evil. We need but to 
take a second look in order to find that 
whatever is hopeful and good and glori- 
ous in our condition and prospects is 
confronted and opposed by avarice and 
greed (individual and corporate), muni- 
cipal corruption and misgovernment, leg- 
islative scandals and the tyranny of 
labor unions. The common school, from 
which it is claimed that untold benefits 
are accruing to society, is assailed by 
open and covert enemies of the system, 
and by professed friends of the system 
who object to the methods carrying it 
on. 

“Controversies between religious sects 
are arising in different parts of the 
country, and are portents of a storm of 
fanaticism and intolerance. The taxa- 
tion of church property and the limita- 
tions of the possessions of ecclesiastical 
and educational bodies are coming up 
as live issues to be defined and deter- 
mined. The machine brought to society 
a saving of labor, but it took away ina 
large degree the bread of the then-ex- 
isting laborer, and the owners of the 
machine provided no means for restoring 
the laborer’s bread further than was 
found convenient for use of the machine 
to the profit of the owners. Having ac- 
quired the ownership of some cf the 
principal patents, greedy and avaricious 
men soon discovered the immense np9ossi- 
bilities of acquiring wealth and power 
which science had brought within thrir 
reach. Capital then joining with ma- 
chine, there quickly followed the forma- 
tion of corporations of long or unlimited 
duration for all sorts of business. These 
corporations, uninfluenced by public 
opinion, and without interference of con- 
trol on the part of the government, con- 
solidated the smaller industries and 
sought to monopolize (and in a large 
measure succeeded in their purpose) the 
entire manufacturing and transportation 
industries of the country. The effect of 
their policy has been to revolutionize 
the social and industrial system of the 
country. Instead of the village shop or 
factory, where work went briskly, on, 
employer and employees alike engdged, 
and living almost on terms of equality, 
you find the village deserted and the 
once happy residents gathered in the 
great mills of the consolidated corpora- 
tions as wageworkers, and earning be- 
sides daily bread only a mere pittance 
for the days of enforced idleness or in- 
evitable sickness and calamity. 

“It cannot be denied that corpora- 
tions, when conducted upon principles of 
justice and humanity, have been and 
are of vast benefit to all classes of so- 
ciety, the poor as well as the rich; but 
the complaint is (and it is well founded) 
that in the distribution of benefits ac- 
cruing by means of machinery from cor- 
porate management and _ control the 
wageworker has not received his due 
share. He has been treated as if he had 
no rights except such as the corpora- 
tion managers might choose to recog- 
nize and respect. The consolidations, 
not satisfied with abscrbing all inferior 
bodies to avcid competiton among them- 
selves, have entered imto new organ- 
izations and combined their several in- 
terests into gigantic associations under 
the name of trusts for the purpose of 
controlling the necessaries of life; crush- 
ing rivals and limiting production and 
regulating prices. Thus it has come 
about that the very blessings which 
science has brought and scattered all 
over the land have been under the 
grasping hand of avarice and greed 
turned into an oczasion of peril to the 
State. vy 





“Laboring men, following the example 
of capitalists, have entered into associa- 
tions of divers sorts in order the better 
to co-operate in securing what they 
claim as their rights. 

“But co-operative industry can be car- 
rien only by wise leadership. It has 
beef the misfortune of the labor organ- 
izations that too many of their leaders 
have been incompetent and selfish, if 
not corrupt. The labor agitator is gen- 
erally at heart a monopolist, and if he 
had the power would set up and main- 
tain a more hateful monopoly than any 
which he professes to oppose. The 
laboring classes are more or less con- 
trolled by the blatant demagogue who 
knows no God but the majority, and no 
light or guide but the paltry ‘inking 
taper of expediency.’ Guided by false 
lights and led by agitators and dema- 
gogues, the labor unions have demanded 
of the corporations what they should 
have understood would not and could not 
be granted. Not willing to concede as 
much as they demanded, without rea- 
son or justice, they have invaded the 
most sacred rights of freedom and per- 
sonal independence, and invoked vio- 
lence and cruelty as aids of their cause. 
The results are fresh in our memories, 
and need not be repeated. It may truly 
be said, however, that the great strike 
of 1894 profoundly impressed our people 
with the possibilities of anarchy and 
military rule in our country. In the 
presence of this fearful peril the all-im- 
portant question is: What is the remedy? 
The controversies between employer and 
employees cannot be reached by the or- 
dinary course of law or equity. The 
most effective and permanent remedy 
would be the adoption by both parties 
of the simple principles of humanity and 
justice. All aftempts at voluntary ad- 
justment of the troubles failing, the 
next resort would be to the Legislature, 
and when the constitution, Federal or 
State, will permit, a special tribunal, 
with a special jurisdiction, should be set 
up, to which either party might sum- 
mon the other and obtain a hearing and 
a decree according to justice and equity 
as applied to the facts of each case. 

“A more sure remedy against this social 
disturbance would be the enlargement 
of the functions of government and the 
acquisition by the government of the 
control of all natural monopolies. If we 
trust the Government to carry our let- 
ters and four-pound packages, why 
should it not be trusted to carry passen- 
gers and freight? If it be objected that 
such functions of the Government 
would be used or abused for political 
purposes, let it be considered that the 
governments of continental Europe are 
exercising such functions to the great 
advantage of all the people, and how can 
we afford to stay behind them in meas- 
ures so practical and beneficial? Let 
the measure be adopted and the prin- 
ciples of civil service reform rigidly en- 
forced, and no fears of ultimate success 
need be entertained. 

“Another great menace to our safety 
and prosperity is municipal corruption. 
This is peculiarly so by reason of the 
prevailing desire of the people to have 
large towns, and to have almost every 
village created a municipal corporation. 
‘Consolidation’ ‘thas in these latter days 
been the cry, and adjacent towns in every 
part of the country have been consoli- 
dated or are seeking it. This tendency is 
fraught with danger, because it may be 
safely asserted that there is corruption 
in every municipality, great or sma'l, and 
the larger the town the deeper and more 
strongly rooted will be the corruption. 
The details of corruption in New York, 
as gathered from the Lexow Committee, 
are fresh in our memories. Every 
thoughtful man, in considering it, is led 
to exclaim: ‘Can these things be, under a 
government claimed to be the best which 
the sun shines upon?’ Any government 
where such things are tolerated must be 
rotting down.’ The city of New York, 
with these things laid to its charge, can 
be like nothing else than a huge cancer, 
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poisoning the blood and eating through 
the vitals of the commonwealth. The 
magnitude of the evil makes it seem al- 
most beyond remedy. The Legislature 
and the united efforts of all honest men 
can alone furnish hope and relief. Good 
laws enacted and good laws enforced 
must both be sought and attained. I 
have suggested that a resort to legislation 
will furnish the only relief against the 
social disquietude and municipal corrup- 
tion of these times. The Legislature is 
supreme, unless restrained by a written 
constitution. The objects on which it 
acts are as numerous and as varied as 
the desires and passions of men. The 
judiciary take cognizance of peculiar and 
specific infractions of law or invasion of 
individual rights. But the legislative 
function embraces all subjects. It pro- 


mulgates rules of civil conduct for all | 
| President— 
| Secretary 


classes and all persons. It regulates the 
mode of action and the proceedings of 
all other branches of the government. 
It provides remedies against the avarice, 
the greed and ambition of individuals 
and corporations; at least it has the 
power and ought to do so. 

“But, notwithstanding the grave duties 
imposed on legislative bodies and the 
splendid opportunities for promoting re- 
forms in every department of government 
we find legislatures often wholly un- 
mindful of their duties and opportuni- 
ties. We see legislative halls full of dis- 
cord; we find important measures re- 
jected or pigeonholed without examina- 
tion, one member deliberately defeating 
the measures proposed by another; 
threats, promides and appeals to passion 
and prejudice taking the place of argu- 
ment and deliberation, and sometimes 
cnduct appraching very near to bribery 
and corruption. Not infrequently we find 
the lobby dominating the whole leg:sia- 
tive body, and measures chiefly of pri- 
vate concern hurried through the forms 
of legislation without due examination or 
consideration. It would seem as if the 
true nature and object of a legislative 
body were forgotten. What Burke, more 
than a hundred years ago, said concern- 
ing the parliament of Great Britain 
should be said of the legislative assem- 
blies of the American States. Addressing 
the electors of Bristol upon the close of 
the polls at which he had been elected, 
Mr. Burke said: ‘Parliament is not a 
congress of embassadors from different 
hostile interests which interests each 
must maintain as an agent and advo- 
cate against other agents and advocates, 
but a parliament is a deliberative as- 
sembly of one nation, with one interest; 
that of the whole, where not local pur- 
poses, not local prejudices ought to 
guide, but the general good resulting 
from the general reason of the whole. 
You choose a member, indeed, but when 
you have chosen him he is not a mem- 
ber of Bristol, but he is a member of 
parliament.’ 

“Burke's definitiom of a Legislature 
may be only an ideal one, but by cherish- 
ing and contemplating a high ideal, we 
may reach a higher reality. If we shall 
cherish high ideas and recognize the 
just condition and regulation of the 
actual case before us, we shall adjust 
the differences between employers and 
employees upon principles of justice and 
humanity; if we shall purge our muni- 
cipal corporations of fraud and corrup- 
tions that disgrace them, if by our Leg- 
islature we shall curb the rapacity of 
greedy men and corporations, if we shall 
purge our legislative bodies of the in- 
fluence of insolvent and importunate lob- 
bies, if we shail abate the evil of ex- 
treme partisanship, then shall our na- 
tion march on, perpetuating and repeat- 
ing the victories of peace and virtue, 
and the law fulfilling its function shall 
justly receive the ecomium of Bishop 
Hooker: ‘Of law nothing less can be 
said than that its seat is the bosom of 
God; its voice the harmony of the world; 
to it all creatures do homage, the very 
least as an object of its care, and the 
greatest as not exempted from its 
power.’ ”’ 
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GEORGIA, 


At the annual meeting of the Georgia 
Bar Association Hon. William B. Horn- 
blower delivered the annual address. 
One of the principal questions discussed 
related to relieving the Supreme Court. 
Mr. Z. D. Harrison, Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, read a paper on the subject, and 
recommended the establishment of an in- 
termediate court to relieve the pressure 
existing in the highest court. Mr. W. W. 
Gordon, of Savannah, and Mr. Hansell 
Merrill, of Thomasville, also read papers 
on the subject. Mr. Gordon advocated 
the present system without change, and 
Mr. Merrill favored the establishment of 
two branches of the Supreme Court, one 
for civil and one for criminal business. 
Mr. T. A. Hammond, of Atlanta, thought 
the best plan of relief was to abolish the 
contingent fee system. Mr. John M. Sla- 
ton, of Atlanta, spoke against the aboli- 
tion of this system, as he thought it was 
a good one, and should be allowed to 
stand. A report made by Mr. W. C. Glenn 
had been taken off by one of the members 
of the committee and was ordered printed 
along with the other papers on this sub- 
ject. Mr. Alex C. King offered a motion 
that committee of five be appointed to in- 
vestigate and study the question at leis- 
ure, and make a report on the subject. 
Judge George Hillyer spoke in favor of 
the intermediate court, and Judge Ham- 
mond argued against it. The motion of 
Mr. King was then put and carried, and 
the committee will be appointed by the 
new president as soon as he is installed. 
A resolution of thanks to Hon. William 
B. Hornblower for his kindness in adding 
so much to the interest of the meeting 
was passed, and then, after some routine 
business, the convention adjourned sine 


die. 
ILLINOIS. 


At the annual meeting of the Chicago 
Bar Associatinn, recently held, Mr. Elbert 
H. Gary was chosen president of the Chi- 
cago Bar Association. One hundred 
members were present. Thomas Dent, 
the retiring president was in the chair. 
In the election of a new chief officer Mr. 
Gary, the successful candidate, as op- 
posed by William J. English and William 
E. Church. The other officers elected 
were: Howard Henderson, first vice pres- 
ident; Henry S. Towle, second vice presi- 
dent; F. S. Hebard; secretary, and Thomas 
Taylor, Jr., treasurer. 


MINNESOTA. 


The Minneapolis Bar Association talks 
about cleaning out some of the blacklegs 
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in. the profession. A local paper says: 
“The lawyers are more fortunate than 
some of the other professions in that their 
efforts in that direction are backed up by 
the laws. But they have been awfully 
slow about making use of the laws.” 


NEW YORK. 


The membersof the Steuben County bar 
have perfected an organization. The as- 
sociation is to be incorporated, and Judge 
Robinson appointed as the Committee on 
Permanent Organization Monroe Wheel- 
er, of Hammondsport; J. K. Smith, of 
Prattsburg; W. H. Nichols and J. F. Lit- 
tle, of Bath; E. L. Dolson, of Hornells- 
ville, and-director for the first year. On 
the first day of the November term of Su- 
preme Court the permanent organization 
is expected to be effected. 


OHIO. 


The Lancaster Bar Association held a 
meeting at the office of attorneys John M. 
Wright and W. T. McClenaghan to take 
suitable action with reference to the 
death of the late Hon. John B. McNeill. 
M. A. Daugherty was selected as chair- 
man, and J. T. Pickering, secretary, and 
a resolution was passed to appoint a com- 
mittee for the purpose of drafting a mem- 
orial to be presented at the opening of the 
next term of the Court of Common Pleas, 
the committee consisting of Judge C. D. 
Martin, Judge J. S. Brasee, and Prosecut- 
ing Attorney John M. Wright. A _ resolu- 
tion was then passed to attend the fu- 
neral. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


« The Junior Bar Association held an in- 
teresting meeting at the office of W. J. 
Moffatt and J. C. Norris. A reorganiza- 
tion was effected by the election of the 
following officers: President, Wylie Mc- 
Caslin; vice president, Charles G. Martin; 
secretary, Frank Lutton; treasurer, Will- 
iam Love; marshal, E. G. Harper. 


The first annual report of the Pennsyl- 
vania Bar Association has just been is- 
sued. Included in its 447 pages are full 
reports of the speeches delivered at the 
banquet at Bedford Springs, when George 
Wharton Pepper responded to the toast 
“The Bench.” In speaking of the “ un- 
beunded fame of the judiciary, the glory 
of the judiciary,” he tells an interesting 
story of how some patriotic Americans at 
a Fourth of July dinner given in a conti- 
nental country tried to do full justice to 
the toast of the United States. ‘‘ Here’s 
to the United States,” one of the members 
said, ‘‘ bounded on the north by the Do- 
minion of Canada, on the south by the 
Gulf of Mexico, on the east by the Atlan- 
tic Ocean and on the west by the Pacific 
Ocean.” Another of those present did 
still better when he rose and cried: 
“ Here’s to the United States of America, 
bounded on the north by the North Pole, 
on the south by the South Pole, on the 
east by the rising sun, and on the west by 
the setting sun.”’ But there was a third 
American there,and he drank to his coun- 
try ‘‘ bounded on the north by the aureora 
borealis, on the south by the procession 
of the equinoxes, on the east by primeval 
chaos, and on the west by the day of judg- 
ment.” The report contains three valua- 
ble legal monographs now entirely out of 
print, namely: ‘‘ Equity in Pennsylva- 
nia,” by Anthony Laussatt, Jr.; ‘The 
Common Law in Pennsylvania,” by the 
late ex-Chief Justice Sharswood, and 
“The Courts of Pennsylvania in the Sev- 
enteenth Century,” by Lawrence Lewis, 
Jr. 


A dispatch from Hollidaysburg says 
that at a recent meeting of the Blair 
County bar resolutions were adopted re- 
questing the Superior Court to transfer 
this county from the Middle to the East- 
ern district. The reason for the proposed 
change is that the lawyers desire to ar- 
gue their cases in Philadelphia, instead 
of Harrisburg. 


TEXAS. 
At a meeting of the Galveston Bar As- 


sociation, held recently, they changed the 
rule relating to the call of cases, adopted 








at the last term, and adopted the former 
rule, allowing three days for a case to be 
reached, including the day the case is set 
for trial. This means that a case set for 
trial Monday, if not reached on that day, 
may be called up Wednesday or any inter- 
vening day, instead of being continued 
over until the next term. 


VERMONT. 


The State Bar Association held its an- 
nual meeting at Montpelier on the 8th 
and 9thof last month. There were between 
thirty and forty of the members present, 
over whom the president, W. B. C. Stick- 
ney, presided. In the absence of Secre- 
tary George W. Wing, Judge Hiram 
Carleton officiated in that capacity. 

The report of the Committee on Juris- 
prudence and Legal Reform was submit- 
ted in printed form by the chairman, C. 
M. Wilds, of Middlebury, and discussed 
by various members. On motion it was 
voted to defer final action upon the same 
to an adjourned meeting of the bar to be 
held the first day of the January term of 
the Supreme Court. 

The report of the Committee on Legal 
History and Biographies reported through 
their chairman, F. W. Baldwin, of Bar- 
ton. Twelve members of the association 
have died during the past twelve months; 
also biographical sketches of the mem- 
bers deceased in previous years have been 
received by the committee and placed on 
file for publication in the annual report. 

The Committee on Admissions reported 
the following-named applicants for ad- 
mission to the bar, and recommended 
their election to membership: George B. 
Hitt, of Brattleboro; Hale K. Darling, of 
Chelsea; Hiram M. Mott, of St. Albans; 
Frank J. Martin, of Barre; LeviJ. Thomp- 
son, of Wolcott, and Clarence P. Niles of 
Bennington. The report of the committee 
was accepted, and those mentioned ad- 
mitted to the bar. 

The meeting then proceeded to the elec- 
tion of officers for the ensuing year. Their 
choice was as follows: For president, 
Charles A. Prouty, of Newport; vice presi- 
dents, Edwin W. Smith, of Newbury; Will- 
iam W. Stickney, of Ludlow, and H. Chas. 
Royce, of St. Albans; secretary, George 
W. Wing, of Montpelier; board of mana- 
gers, Charles A. Prouty, ex-officio, Fred 

Laird, of Montpelier; Hamilton S. 
Peck, of Burlington; George M. Powers, 
of Morristown; Alexander Demeritt, of 
St. Johnsbury, and J. L. Martin for the 
committe. The new president, Charles A. 
Prouty, took the chair upon the an- 
nouncement of his election, and presided 
during the rest of the meeting. 

The following committees were then 
elected: Committee on Admission—Addi- 
son County, W. H. Button; Bennington 
County, Mr. Archibald; Caledonia Coun- 
ty, Harry Blodgett; Chittenden County, 
Robert Roberts; Essex County, F. D. 
Hale; Franklin County, J. H. Mimms; 
Grand Isle County, J. P. Ladd; La- 
moille County, R. W. Hurlburt; Or- 


ange County, J. K. Darling; Or- 
leans County, E. A. Cook; Rut- 
land County, A. G. Stone; Washing- 


ton County, E. W. Bisbee; Windham 
County, Z. M. Albee, and Windsor Coun- 
ty, J. C. Enright. 

Committee on Professional Conduct— 
William E. Johnson, William P. Dilling- 
ham and Charles P. Hogan. 

Committee on Jurisprudence and Law 
Reform—C. M. Wilds, J. C. Baker and L. 
M. Read. . 

Committee on Legal History and Bio- 
graphy—Z. H. Stanton, F. W. Baldwin 
and Roswell Farnham. 

The association voted that at the next 
annual meeting the Executive Committee 
be authorized to appropriate a sum not to 
exceed $50 to obtain some representative 
member of the bar of another State to 
give an address before them. 


WASHINGTON. 


The Bar Association of the District of 
Columbia has been incorporated. The 
library, to contain 7,000 volumes, is to be 
open from 9 A. M. to 4 P. M. to members 
of the association and non-resident at- 
torneys. The officers are: Nathaniel Wil- 
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son, president; Henry E. Davis, first vice 
president; Samuel Maddox, second vice 
president; Blair Lee, secretary; Charles 
H. Cragin, treasurer. The Board of Di- 
rectors, Nathaniel Wilson, ex-officio; 
Blair Lee, ex-officio; Charles H. Cragin, 
ex-officio; Samuel R. Bond, Job Bain- 
ard, Andrew B. Duval, Randall Hag- 
ner, Wm. A. McKenney; B. Kennon Peter, 
librarian; F. S. Key Smith, assistant 
librarian. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


The tenth annual meeting of the State 
Bar Association was held at Wheeling on 
the 30th and 3lst of last month. 

ALASKA. 


F. D. Kelsey, attorney at Juneau, Alas- 
ka, writes that the Bar Association of 
Alaska was organized Oct. 22, at which 
meeting the following officers’ were 
elected: John S. Bugbee, president; J. 
F. Maloney, first vice-president; C. S. 
Johnson, second vice-president, all of 
Juneau; R. C. Rogers, Sitka, third vice- 
president; T. D. Kelsey, Juneau, secre- 
iary, and J. G. Heid, Juneau, treasurer. 
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NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Bridgeport, Conn.—A new law firm has 
been formed by attorneys Fred Keeler 
and Elmore 8S. Banks, of Fairfield. 

Bridgeport, Conn.—Jason P. Thompson, 
the well-known lawyer, is reported dan- 
gerously ill with nervous prostration and 
heart disease. 

Bridgeport, Conn.—The law firm of 
Bartlett & Douglass has been dissolved 
by mutual consent. Attorney F. A. Bart- 
lett has removed to Room 15, Franklin 
Building. Judge Douglass will occupy 
an office with Attorney J. C. Lynch. 

New London, Conn.—Mr. Walter Chad- 
wick Noyes, Judge of the Court of Com- 
men Pleas, has married Miss Luella 
Shapley Armstrong. 


Caribou, Me.—Caribou is to have anoth- 
er lawyer. E. A. Holmes, a Caribou boy, 
who has been admitted to the Aroostook 
County bar during the recent term of 
court in Houlton, has decided to locate 
here. Mr. Holmes studied law in the 
office of Hon. Louis C. Stearns, in this 
town, and is a graduate of Boston Unl- 
versity Law School. 
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Clinton, Me.—Mr. John McCarty has 
opened a law Office here. 

Portland, Me.—C. H. Clifford, of this 
place, was recently married at Cambridge, 
Mass., to Miss G. P. Leighton, of Deer- 
ing, Me. 

Boston, Mass.—Eugene Tappan, of the 
law firm of Proctor, Tappan & Warren, 
was recently appointed by Judges McKim 
and Grant Assistant Register of Probate 
and Insolvency for Suffolk County, vice 
Ebenezer Gay, resigned. 

Boston, Mass.—Miss Amy Acton, coun- 
sellor of law, who was admitted to the 
Suffolk County bar in the Fall of 1893, will 
leave this city in a very short time to 
assume the position of attorney for a 
large corporation in Dayton, Ohio. The 
corporation employs a counsel, who has 
under him quite a number of attorneys, 
and Miss Acton is to be one of these attor- 
neys. 

Dedham, Mass.—In the Norfolk Supe- 
rior Civil Court, this place, Judge Shel- 
don, Hamilton Pirrell of Weymouth, 
Francis P. Dartt of Dedham and Luke 
Cc. McGuiness of East Dedham, took the 
attorney’s oath and were admitted as 
members of the Norfolk County Bar. 

Everett, Mass.— Edward Lowe, for- 
merly a Baptist minister of South Nor- 
ridgeworth, Me., has opened a law office 
here. 

Fall River, Mass.—William E. Fuller, 
Jr., son of the Judge of Probate, a grad- 
uate of the Harvard Law School, who has 
been practicing in Taunton, has formed a 
law partnership with A. 8S. Phillips, of 
this city, under the firm name of Phillips 
& Fuller. 


| 





Fitchburg, Mass.—Southgate & South- | 


gate, a well-known firm of Worcester pat- 
ent lawyers, have opened a consulting 


| 


office at 176 Main street in connection | 


with Walter Perley Hall. 
of this firm were in the examining corps 
of the United States Patent Office at 
Washington, D. C., for a number of years, » 
and have confined their practice exclu- 
sively to patent matters. 

Holyoke, Mass.—The law firm of Don- 
ohoe & Leary has been dissolved. Mr. 
Donohoe has associated himself with 
Lawyer F. A. Beals. 

Holyoke, Mass.—The cases now before 
the United States Circuit Court at Bos- 
ton include two against William H. 
Brooks, the well-known Holyoke lawyer. 
The plaintiff in these cases is Michael 
Craven, and the suits are somewhat pe- 
culiar in their nature. In one of them 
it appears that Craven claims that he 
had a case against the Canadian Pa- 
cific Railway for damages caused by 
catching cold while in a sleeping car, 
and that this suit was settled by his 
then attorney, Mr. Brooks, without 
plaintiff's consent or authority. In the 
second suit Craven says that Mr. Brooks 
collected from the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way $1,750, which he failed to turn 
over to the plaintiff, to whom he is now 
indebted for that sum. In answer Mr. 
Brooks claims that he had full authority 
to act as he did, and that he retained 
out of the amount collected $750, as he 
had a right to do, sending to the plain- 
tiff a check for $1,000. He denies that 
he owes the plaintiff anything. 

Lynn, Mass.—Postmaster O’Brien, of 
= Neck, has decided to open a law office 

ere, 


Lynn, Mass.—S. W. Forrest, of this city, | 
formerly with Niles & Carr, has opened a | 


branch law office in Room No. 10, No. 25 
Exchange street. 
Office in Boston, which he will continue, 
his hours in Lynn being from 8 to 9 A. M. 
and 1:30 to 6 P. M. 


Melero.,e, Mass.—Frank H. Stewart, of 
the Highlands, has opened a law office 
here. 

Pittsfield, Mass.—George W. Morse, of 
Manson & Morse, was married the first of 
last month to Miss Mary W. Robinson, of 
Hartland. 


Roslindale, Mass.—Mr. John A. Coul- 
thurst, of Jamaica Plain, has opened a 
law office here. 


Both members | 


Mr. Forrest has an | 








Springfield, Mass.—Mr. James L. Do- 
herty has married Miss Harrie Madigan, 
of Houlton, Me. 

Springfield, Mass.—Hon. Wm. J. But- 
ler and Col. Brand Whitlock, two prom- 
ising young attorneys of this city, have 
associated :hemselves together under 
the firm name of Butler & Whitlock, and 
opened a law office in the Lawrence 
Building on South Sixth street. 

Manchester, N. H.—Mr. Henry E. Love- 
ren, the popular young lawyer, has been 
appointed Chairman of the Police Com- 
mission. 

Pawtucket, R. L—Attorney James L. 
Jenks has been admitted to practice law 
in the United States Circuit Court for 
this district. Only a limited number of 
attorneys in the State are at present qual- 
ified to practice in this court. According 
to the rules they must either have prac- 
ticed in another circuit or have been at 


least one year apracticing attorney in the - 


highest State court, or not having been 
the required full year in the Supreme 
Court, have been satisfactorily exam- 
ined by a Commissioner appointed by 
the Circuit Court, with reference to the 
jurisdiction, procedure and pleadings of 
the Federal courts and with reference to 
the Federal Constitution and laws. They 
may then be admitted on application. 

Westerly, R. I.—The law firm of Clark 
& Greene has been dissolved, Mr. Clark 
retiring therefrom. Sheffield Greene will 
continue the business at the same place, 
No. 6 High street. 

Keene, Vt.—Walker & Holden is the 
name of a new firm of lawyers here. 

Randolph, Vt.—N. M. Wilson, a promis- 
ing attorney, has married Miss Lulu 
Dickinson, of Laconia, N. H. 

Richford, Vt.—Ladd & Rowley is the 
name of a new law firm here 

EE 


MIDDLE STATES. 

Cazenovia, N. Y.—This village 
very disastrous fire recently, which, 
among other buildings, destroyed the 
one in which Hon. Charles Stebbins has 
his law office. The office was a total loss. 
Mr. Stebbins’ fine law library, valued at 
$1,000, was insured for only $150. 


Jersey City, N.J.—Charles J. Peshall is 
in the meshes of the law. He is a lawyer, 
and was arrested and locked up in the 
Hudson County Jail recently. The com- 
plainant, Leon De Montreville, is the 
agent of Leggett & Myers, of St. Louis. 
Peshall had a check for $6 purporting to 
have been drawn by the firm and indorsed 
by De Montreville cashed by Samuel Mc- 
Burney. The check was worthless, and 
was returned to McBurney, who notified 
Peshall. The latter paid him the amount 
and received the check, which, he said, 
he had cashed for a man named Smith. 
De Montreville went before Justice Weed 
and caused Peshall’s arrest on a charge 
of forgery. 

Newark, N. J.—.Lawyer Edward S. 
Block was seriously injured by being 
thrown from his carriage. 

Trenton, N. J.—Gov. Werts appointed 
Charles D. Dishler, of New Brunswick, 
Lay Judge of Middlesex County, vice 
Matthew Ogerman. deceased. 

Albany, N. Y.—A partnership has been 
formed by Aaron B. Pratt and Edwin W. 
Sanford, attorneys and counsellors at 
law, for the general practice of the law in 
all the courts. 

Albany, N. Y.—Edward H. Smith, of 
Canandaigua, N. Y., has been appointed 
by the New York Court of Appeals State 
Reporter, the position so long filled by the 
late Hiram E. Sickles. The salary of the 
position is $5,000 a year, with perquisites 
amounting to quite a neat sum. 

Albany, N. Y.—Mr. N. B. Spalding has 
associated with himself in the practice of 
his profession S. J. Daring, who formerly 
studied law in Mr. Spalding’s office. The 
firm name will be Spalding & Daring, 
and Nos. 45 and 46 Tweddle Building will 
be retained as their place of business. 
Mr. Spalding is well known among the 
members of the Albany bar as an ener- 


had a 








getic and successful lawyer. Mr. Daring 
is a young man who was admitted some 
three years ago while taking a course at 
the Albany Law School. He read lawin 
the office of Thorne & Beekman at Mid- 
aoe. also with Mr. Spalding in this 
city. 

Bath, N. Y.—In the disastrous fire here 
last month attorney E. B. Ross lost his 
office and library. Loss, $1,000; insu- 
rance, $500. 


Binghamton, N. Y.—W. J. Welsh has 
taken into partnership his son, Fred W. 
Welsh, who was recently admitted here. 
Mr. Welsh graduated from the high. 
school in 1888, and received the degree of 
Bachelor of Arts at Hamilton College in 
1892, where he was honored by an elec- 
tion to Phi Beta Kappa, which is always 
founded on high scholarship. Last June 
he graduated at the School of Law of 
Cornell University, where he was award- 
ed first prize in the senior debate, the ~ 
highest honor there bestowed, 

Brooklyn, N. Y.~George J. O'Keefe, a 
well-known resident of the Second 
Ward, who has for some years been 
studying law in the office of Luke D. 
Stapleton, was notified recently that he 
had sed the State examination for 
the Bar with the highest honors obtain- 
able. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—Mr. William S. Servis 
has taken into partnership Mr. A. C. Mc- 
Call, late of Delevan. The firm of Servis 
& McCall will occupy office No. 2 in the 
Townsend Block, corner of Main and 
Swan streets. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—Seward A. Simons, the 
well-known attorney, and John S. Rock- 
well, formerly of Angelica, Allegheny 
County, have entered into a partnership 
under the firm name of Simons & Rock- 


well. or LISRAp. 






Buffalé, * “Judge Lewis of the 
upreme ; associate himself 
with the & Lewis when he 


eme Court bench 
. is now composed 
of George L. Lewis and Loran L. Lewis, 
Jr. Judge Lewis will act as counsel. 


Corning, N. Y.—William F. McNamara, 
a prominent lawyer of this place, has 
gone to Duluth, Minn., to practice his 
profession. 


Dunkirk, N. Y.— Herbert P. Bishop, 
lately with the firm of Stearns & Warner, 
and James H. Van Buren, have formed a 
law partnership under the firm name of 
Bishop & Van Buren. 

Gloversville, N. Y.—Mr. John W. Burr, 
a prominent young legal practitioner, has 
married Miss Edith G. Mitchell. 

Geneseo, N. Y.—Edward P. Coyne was 
appointed Judge of Livingston County by 
Gov. Morton, in place of Edwin A. Nash, 
resigned. 

Herkimer, N. Y.—Wm. B. Gardenier, 
who has been studying law in the office 
of Devendorf & Smith, was admitted to 
practice, and is now a full-fledged law- 
yer. 

Hornersville, N. Y.—John S. Rockwell, 
Esq., of Angelica has removed to Buffalo 
and formed a law copartnership with 
Seward A. Simons of that city. Mr. 
Rockwell is a lawyer of fine ability. He 
has been in partnership since 1882 with 
Frank Sullivan Smith in Angelica. 

Lyons, N. Y.—Mr. Burton Hammond 
has taken into partnership in his law 
practice Mr. J. W. Hoag, of Wolcott. 

Malone, N. Y.—Hiram W. Brooks has 
married Miss Agnes Hollister, of Pots- 
dam, and will open a law office in Chate- 


augay. 

Middletown, N. Y.—B. F. Chadsey, 
formerly of this city, has formed a _ co- 
partnership with James Henderson, Esq., 
formerly senior partner of the firm of 
Henderson & Sulzer. Their law offices 
will be in the Bennett Building, 99 Nas- 
‘au street, New York city. 

New York.—The conviction of William 
H. Schooley, a lawyer, in the Court of 
General Sessions some months ago, upon 
a charge of having disposed of some rail- 
road bonds which he knew had been 
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stolen, has been affirmed by the General 
Term of the Supreme Court. Schooley 
Was sentenced to eighteen months’ im- 
prisonment. 


Portsmouth, N. Y.—Attorney Charles 
N. Bixby contemplates starting a branch 
law office at Tupper Lake. 

Patchogue, L. I—A. Halsey has been 
admitted to the bar. 


Oswego, N. Y.—John B. Higgins has 
been appointed special assistant United 
States District Attorney to aid in the 
preparation and trial of the case of the 
Edison Electric Light Company against 
Isaac Arnold and others in the United 
States Circuit Court for the Northern 
District of New York. 


Rome, N. Y.—Will J. Ellis, of this place, 
oe opening a law office in Bos- 

on. 

Rochester, N. Y.—The following law 
students of this place, who took the ex- 
amination foradmission to the bar at Syr- 
acuse in October, have been notified that 
they secured sufficient marks to entitle 
them to a certificate: Richard A. Brown, 
Harry K. Brown, Charles T. Ennis, Wil- 
bur P, Fish, C. H. Greff, James F. Galli- 
gan, David L. Hill, Chester F. Kiehel, 
Nathan D. Lapham, William F. Finn, 
William U. Rixford, Elmer E. Studley, 
Nelson E. Spencer, Robert M. Weed and 
Arthur M. Wisner. 


Rochester, N. Y.—Miss Cora B. Gaff- 
ney and Otho S. Stull, both of this 


city, were married in Buffalo, Oct. 9. 
The groom is a member of Stull & 
Stull Brethers law firm, and is the 


Twentieth Ward’s representative in the 
Board of Education. 


Saratoga, N. Y.—Governor Morton has 
sent James A. Burnham, of Ballston Spa, 
a commission to fill the vacancy caused 
by the death of District Attorney John 
Berson. The commission expires Dec. 30. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—P. J. Tierney, for some 
time managing clerk in the office of Hop- 
kins & Bondy, has formed a law partner- 
ship with William Rubin, who recently 
was graduated from the Columbia Law 
School. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—J. B, Tuck of Ogdens- 
burg has entered the law office of ex- 
Senator Frank Hiscock. 

Wellington, N. Y.—Edward C. Manter, 
a prominent member of the Lorain Coun- 
ty bar, was married to Miss Lulu Hollen- 
bach, a teacher in the public schools. 

Allentown, Pa.—Mr. Robert E. Schiffert 
has married Miss Lillian Richter, of 
Catasauqua. 

BeHefonte, Pa.—James C. Noll, Esq., 
formerly of Bellefonte, has been admit- 
ted to the Lackawanna Bar, and here- 
after will make this city his home. 

Bradford, Pa.—Samuel T. Swartz has 
married Miss Della Williams Royce, of 
this place. 

Duquesne, Pa.—Phil Sheridan of the 
firm of Pfeffer & Sheridan. attorneys, of 
Pittsburg, has opened up an office here. 

Erie, Pa.—General Latta, Secretary of 
Internal Affairs, has opened a law office 
at Philadelphia, and will devote much of 
his time to the practice of the profession. 
He will spend one day a week at Harris- 
burg attending to the duties for which he 
is paid by the State a salary of $5,600 a 
year. 

Franklin, Pa.—Miss Susanne 8S. Beatty 
of this city was granted permission to 
practice law at the Venango County Bar. 

Greenburg, Pa.—Charles E. Alishouse 
has opened a law office at this place. 

Harristown, Pa.—Mayne R. Longstreth 
has been admitted and sworn as an at- 
torney to the Montgomery County bar. 

Hollidaysburg, Pa.—The unusual spec- 
tacle of a Judge reversing his own deci- 
sion within a few hours was witnessed 
here recently. D. B. Swayne, a real es- 
tate man of Altoona, was tried before 
Judge Lyons, of Juniata County, and con- 
victed of larceny as bailee in keeping $25 
paid on a real estate deal, the purchaser 
failing to comply with the terms of sale. 
Judge Lyons sentenced Swayne to one 
year in the penitentiary. The conviction 





and the severe sentence excited the ire of 
the bar, and the lawyers immediately, al- 
most to a man, moved Judge Bell to sus- 
pend the sentence. Judge Lyons having 
left the city, was telegraphed for, and he 
then rescinded the sentence and ordered 
a new trial. 

Jeannette, Pa.—Charles E. Alshouse, 
attorney at law, of Greensburg, has open- 
ed a law office here. 


Lancaster, Pa.—Mr. C. Reese Ely, a 
young lawyer of prominence, was mar- 
ried to Miss May Elizabeth Hambright 
last month. ‘ 


Lancaster, Pa.—G. C. Kennedy, recently 
disbarred from practicing law before the 
courts here, and who is already under 
bonds for trial on the charge of forgery, 
has been again arrested. Clinton Himes 
is prosecuting him on three charges of 
embezzlement and one of false pretences, 
and Reese L. Himes charges him with 
embezzlement. The total amount alleged 
to have been secured by Kennedy is 
$4,750. 

Lock Haven, Pa.—A. W. King, of Will- 
iamsport, and J. J. Kentner, of Renovo, 
have been admitted to practice in the 
Clinton County Court. 

Meadville, Pa.—W. W. Ellsworth, Esq., 
who has been practicing law in Chicago 
the past three or four years, has returned 
to the city, and rented an office in the 
new Derickson block. 


Mount Carmel, Pa.—Wm. E. Bloom of 
Sunbury, ex-County Superintendent of 
Schools, was admitted to the Bar. 


Philadelphia, Pa.—Miss Caroline de Be- 
len Lovett, of Mt. Airy, was married to 
Robert Southall Bright, formerly of Wiil- 
iamsburg, Va., but now a member of the 
Philadelphia bar. 

Philadelphia, Pa.—Alfred R. Haig has 
tendered his resignation as the Title Offi- 
cer of the Land Title and Trust Company 
in order that he may return to the active 
practice of the law. Mr. Haig intends to 
become associated with the law firm of 
W. F. Harrity and James M. Beck. 

Pittsburg, Pa.—Three well-known 
Pittsburg lawyers, J. M. Hunter, David 
Smith and R. A. Kennedy, were arrested 
on charges preferred by Alvin W. Framp- 
ton, an appellant in a Supreme Court 
case, of tampering with the records in 
the case. 


Pittsburg, Pa.—Attorney Moreland has 
been implicated in the mysterious disap- 
pearance of the $50,000 interest on city 
deposits drawn by his assistant, W. H. 
House. Chairman Thorn, of the investi- 
gating committee, announced recently 
that John D. Scully, ex-cashier of the 
First National Bank, told him and Con- 
troller Gourley that the city attorney 
himself hgd authorized the payment of 
interest to House. Messrs. Moreland and 
House have relieved the Council of the 
necessity of declaring their offices vacant 
by submitting their resignations. 

Pittsburg, Pa.—An affidavit of defense 
was filed by B. C. Christy in the suit 
against him brought by Carrie Weller 
to recover certain sums collected by Mr. 
Christy. The defendant, however, claims 
credits amounting to $1,787, and claims 
a certificate in his favor of the difference, 
$94. The credits are as follows: Re- 
tained for fees, $132; indebtedness of 
plaintiff to defendant, $555; cash paid 
to plaintiff, $865; bills paid at request of 
plaintiff, $235. We publish this state- 
ment in justification of Mr. Christy, who 
appears to have been wronged by the 
bare statement of the case as recently 
given. 7 

Pittsburg, Pa.—Clarence Burleigh has 
filed his. bond as City Attorney, and 
Mayor McKenna has sworn him in. He 
announced as his office deputy Alfred J. 
Niles, who succeeds W. H. House. T. D. 
Carnahan will remain as one of the as- 
sistants, and William Blake will probably 
succeel C. S. Fetterman as the other as- 
sistant. Under Mr. Burleigh the practice 
of the City Attorney handling city funds 
will be changed. Hereafter the moneys 
his predecessors collected will be turned 
into the City Treasury. Mr. Burleigh an- 











nounced that his first official act would be 
to proceed against the banks which paid@ 
interest to House on city funds. He wil] 
try to recover both principal and interest, 


Reading, Pa.—John W. Holtzman, a 
member of the Indianapolis (Ind.) bar, 
has married Miss Viola West, daughter 
of the late John G. West, manager of the 
Scott Works of the Reading Iron Com- 
pany. 


Salamanca, Pa.—The law office and 
library of Vedder C. Reynolds was de- 
stroyed by fire last month. 


Scranton, Pa.—F. W. Dennison, a mem- 
ber of the Sullivan County bar, was ad- 
mitted to practice in the Luzerne County 
courts, having submitted a certificate 
from Judge Dunham, of that county. 


Scranton, Pa.—Mr. H. C. Smythe, an 
able young lawyer, from Wilkesbarre, 
has opened a law office at No. 40 Lacka- 
wanna avenue. Mr. Smythe has been as. 
sociated with W. I. Hibbs in the practice 
of law for several years, and is also a 
graduate of Cornell Law School. 


St. Mary’s, Pa.—A. W. Gregory, for- 
merly of the law office of Hall & Greg- 
ory, has opened his law offices here. 


Tunkhannock, Pa.—Henry Harding, a 
prominent lawyer, who disappeared from 
this place early in March, 1894, has re- 
turned. Subsequent to his disappearance 
a package was found in his office vault, 
giving directions as to the settlement of 
his estate. He left a devoted wife and 
son, a luxurious home, and a large legal 
practice. From the day of his disappear- 
ance until his return not a word or sign 
was had from him. On his return to town 
he registered at the Packer House, and 
then dropped into his old office as natur- 
ally as if he had never been away. He re- 
fuses to give any explanation of the mat- 
ter for the public, but says he may talk 


later. 


Wilkesbarre, Pa.—John Albert Mon- 
afsky, an Hungarian, has been admitted 
to practice here, and is believed to be the 
first of his nation to be admitted to prac- 
tice Jaw in this country. 


Wilkesbarre, Pa.—Miss Mary L. Tres- 
cott was admitted as an attorney to prac- 
tice beforeall the Luzerne County courts. 
She was admitted on motion of Hon. H. 
W. Pa!mer, and Judge Woodward ordered 
her sworn, without making any comment. 


Washington, D. C.—Charles B. Ken- 
drick of Ardmore, I. T., has been ap- 
pointed a special United States Assist- 
ant Attorney for the Southern District 
of the Indian Territory. 


Washington, D. C.—Williamson & Smith 
is the title of a new law firm com- 
prised of W. Preston Williamson and 
Luther R. Smith, with offices in the War- 
der Building, 523 Ninth street, N. W. 


Washington, D. C.—Monroe Nichols, 
Joseph M. Parsons and William H. 
Smallwood of Duluth, Minn., have been 
admitted to practice before the Interior 
Department in land, pension and patent 
cases. 


Washington, D. C.—A number of attor- 
neys were recently disbarred from prac- 
tice at the Interior Department, includ- 
ing: Emmanuel Merrick, Newberne, N. 
C., for filing a false claim; D. W. Glassie, 
Washington, D. C., for unprofessional 
conduct, such as receiving an illegal fee 
and being presented a suit of clothes by a 
pension claimant for prosecuting a pen- 
sion claim; George W. Lamb, Rochester, 
N. Y., for demanding and receiving an 
illegal fee and illegal practices in mak- 
ing out pension vouchers. 

Washington, D.C.—A preliminary hear- 
ing of a criminal libel suit brought 
against Mrs. Belva Lockwood, a former 
Presidential candidate, by Robert BE. L. 
White, a lawyer, who accused her of 
tacking notices derogatory to his reputa- 
tion on his office door, was held recently. 
Mrs. Lockwood was held to.the Grand 
Jury, although when on the witness 
stand she denied every allegation. 
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SOUTHERN STATES. 


Anniston, Ala.—John Pelham has taken 
as a life partner Miss Mary Ellen Miles, 
of St. Albans, Max Meadows. 

Dadeville, Ala.—Mr. Eugene Smith of 
New Mexico and Miss Cordelia Wag- 
ner were married recently. Mr. Smith 
was formerly of this place, where he 
read law and was admitted to practice. 

Decatur, Ala.—The law firm of Simpson 
& Callahan have dissolved partnership. 
W. W. Callahan will continue the busi- 
ness, W. H. Simpson retiring. 


Talladega, Ala.—Mr. Dixon, a promis- 
ing young lawyer of this place, has mar- 
ried Miss Augusta Brewer, of Montgom- 
ery, sister of Judge Brewer, of the Talla- 
dega circuit. 

Tuscaloosa, Ala.—Messrs. Jones and 
Mayfield have taken a new partner into 
their business in the person of Robinson 
Brown. “he name of the firm has been 
changed to Jones, Mayfield & Brown. 


Perryville, A*k.—Jordan Sellers, a well- 
known lawyer, and editor of the The 
Scimiter, has married Miss Caudoce Ryan 
of Paris, Texas. 

Miami, Fla.—Messrs. Arnold _ Bros. 
will open a real estate and law office 
and run a lumber yard in connection. 

Tampa, Fla.—G. B. Wells, of Jackson- 
ville, contemplates opening an office in 
this city. 

Jacksonville, Fla.—-Howell Titus, the 
Titusville lawyer, has opened up an office 
in Zapf’s new building on Datura street. 
He will spend half of his time here in the 
future. 

Jacksonville, Fla.—John ‘Wurts, the 
well-known lawyer, has taken Prof. Rood- 
ingon’s place at Yale College during the 
latter’s absence. This does not involve 
any change in the firm of Fletcher & 
Wurts at this place. 

Pensacola, Fla.—A. A. Fisher has suc- 
ceeded to the law business of A. J. Rose. 

Starke, Fla.—J. L. Frazer, one of the 
most prominent attorneys in the Fourth 
Judicial District of Florida, was ar- 
rested here recently on a charge of em- 
bezzlement. 

Tampa, Fla.—Charles A. Grambling is 
now a full fledged practitioner in the 
courts of this State, having been admitted 
to the bar recently. 

Atlanta, Ga.—Shubrick, Daley & Hall 
have opened a law office here. The firm 
succeeds Shubrick & Daley. 

Atlanta, Ga.—Mr. James A. Drewry of 
Griffin, Ga., has been admitted to prac- 
tice law in the Circuit and District 
courts of the United States. 


Atlanta, Ga.—Mesers. P. S. Autrey and 
N. T. Harper, two young lawyers, have 
formed a copartnership and will direct 
their legal practice jointly hereafter. 


Atlanta, Ga.—John D. Berry, the able 
young attorney, has been appointed 
Judge of the criminal branch of the 
City Court, vice Judge Westmoreland, 
resigned. 


Atlanta, Ga.—The law firm of Glenn & 
‘Rountree has moved into new offices in 
Temple Court Building. The firm now oc- 
cupies a suite of apartments covering the 
front of the fourth floor, and overlooking 
Alabama street. It is safe to say that no 
law office in the South is more elegantly 














or more completely furnished and 
equipped. 
Macon, Ga.—Messrs. R. U. Hardeman 


and Eric Gambrell, two brilliant young 
lawyers of Macon, have formed a partner- 
ship for the practice of their profession. 
Col. R. V. Hardeman and Mr. Lloyd D. 
Moore, two able and experienced attor-~ 
neys, who have been practicing at the 
Macon bar some time, have also formed 
a partnership. 

3owling Green, Ky.—S. D. Hines and 
W. B. Gaines, two well-known lawyers of 
this place, have formed a partnership. 
Mr. Hines is just returned from the West. 

Covington, Ky.—Mr. J. Kyle Pettit has 
removed his law office from Ludlow to 
this city. 

Grayson, Ky.—C. F. Pratt, county at- 
torney of Carter County, has been held to 
answer for an assault upon United States 
Commissioner Gregory in his court room. 

Hopkinsville, Ky.—Another lawyer, and 
a good one, too, has come to town. Mr. 
John D. Hill, a former resident of Dixon, 
Ky., has removed to this city, and will 
practice his profession in the courts of 
Christian and contiguous counties. 

Lexington, Ky.—Will M. Taylor and 
Miss Ida Kindred were married recently. 

Lexington, Ky.—A law partnership has 
recently been formed between Mr. T. T. 
Forman and Mr. Maurice W. Bartlett. 
Mr. Forman is among the older practi- 
tioners, and one of the most capable law- 
yers at the Lexington bar. Mr. Bartlett 
is just making his way in the profession. 

Louisville, Ky.—It is reported on good 
authority that Gov. Brown will come to 
Louisville to reside as soon as his term 
as Governor expires. 


Louisville, Ky.—Hon. Edward McDer- 
mott, one of the most widely-known and 
brilliant lawyers of the State, has united 
his destiny with that of Miss Susan Pres- 
ton Barr, daughter of Judge John W. 
Barr. 

Louisville, Ky.—John M. Ward has 
opened a law office on Pine street, and 
is sanguine that he will be as success- 
ful in his new profession as he was a 
ball player. 


Louisville, Ky.—Col. Walter Evans, the 
well-known lawyer of this city, was re- 
cently elected to Congress. This will 
make no change in his office here, Col. 
Evans having no intention of abandon- 
ing his practice. 

Paducah, Ky.—Mr. T. L. Crice, a prom- 
inent young attorney of Wycliffe, has 
located in the city. 

Winchester, Ky.—Lawyer B. F. French 
has been placed in jail here, to be held un- 
til taken to Perry County. He was ar- 
nested by W. A. Byrd, of Wolfe County, a 
Deputy United States Marshal, on a 
charge of complicity in the murder of 
Judge Josiah Combs, of Hazard, last 
Spring. 

New Orleans, La.—‘A lawyer’s office 
arranged. on modern principles,” says 
the Times-Democrat, “is something rare- 
ly seen in New Orleans. Still the metro- 
politan spirit has taken hold here with 
the erection of tall buildings, such as 
cluster around Common and Carondelet 
streets, and Mr. Joseph N. Wolfson is 
one of the local barristers who has se- 
lected and arranged his chambers ac- 
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cording to the most approved idea.” Mr. 
Wolfson’s offices are situated in the 
Liverpool and London Globe Building, 
and embrace a suite of four chambers. 

As you enter you find yourself in the 
library, at the end of which there is a 
stenographer’s desk, where you must 
give your name and the purpose of your 
visit. At a right angle from the library 
is a working office, and connecting with 
this from the main hall is the office of 
Mr. Wolfson’s assistants, several clerks 
and young lawyers. “Private” is the 
sign that stares you in the face as you 
approach the next daar of the suite. 
This is the busy lawyer’s own den, where 
clients unburden their confidences. The 
private office of Mr. Wolfson is in ex- 
emplification of the systematic method 
with which a latter day, live lawyer may 
surround himself. The walls of the room 
are tastefully decorated with engravings, 
the carpeting is rich, and the desks, 
chairs and bookcases are of the most 
convenient in arrangement and tasteful 
in pattern. The whisperphone is an ap- * 
pliance which Mr. Wolfson has intro- 
duced into his chambers, and he has the 
distinction of being the only lawyer in 
the city having such a contrivance in his 
office. By this means he can communi- 
cate with his stenographer or assistants 
in the general office without moving from 
his desk, simply having to press a “buzz” 
button and lift the phone to his lips or 
ear and express his wishes as regards 
admitting or excluding any individual 
who may be desirous of securing an inter- 
view while the lawyer is engaged with a 
client whose case needs the closest at- 
tention. From his desk he may whisper 
to his stenographer in the general office, 
or by using another phone he may sit at 
his desk and communicate with any part 
of the city over the public wires and 
transact business even while a client is 
before him in the private office. 


Shreveport, La.—F. G. Thatcher has 
formed a partnership with P. M. Welsh. 
The name of the new firm is Thatcher & 
Welsh. 

Crawfordsville, Md.—The law firm of 
White, Reeves & Orear has been dis- 
solved. M. D. White will continue in the 
practice. William M. Reeves is fitting 
up an office and will grapple alone the 
legal perplexities, 

Denton, Md.—A movement has been 
made in the Caroline County Court to 
disbar Millard Taylor, counsel for mur- 
dered Marshall Price, for his criticism of 
the county officials relative to the lynch- 
ing of his client. 

Meriden, Miss.— Messrs. W. Lindon 
Bibb and E. E. Ragsdale have formed a 
copartnership under the firm name of 
Bibb & Ragsdale, and have begun the 

- practice of law. 

Rosedale, Miss.—The law firm of Chas. 
& A. T. Scott is succeeded by Charles 
Scott and E. H. Woods. 

Boaz, Tenn.—H. A. Dickinson, of Vir- 
ginia, has located here for the practice of 
the law. 

Bristol, Tenn.—Hon. H. Tyler Cornhell, 
Judge of the First Circuit Court of Ten- 
nessee, has married Miss Sara Brooks. 

Chattanooga, Tenn.—Milton J. Ander-. 
son, of Jasper, Tenn., is now studying law 
in the office of Garnett Andrews, of this. 





city. Mr. Anderson was formerly a stu- 
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dent at Vanderbilt University, and is fa- 
vorably known throughout the South in 
connection with the Vanderbilt Glee Club. 
Mr. Anderson is a son of the superintend- 
ent of the Jasper branch of the Nashville, 
Chattanooga and St. Louis Railway, and 
intends to make Chattanooga his home. 


Chattanooga, Tenn.— W. S. Small, a 
leading attorney among the members of 
the Chattanooga bar, narrowly escaped a 
horrible death recently at St. Elmo, a sub- 
urb of the city. As it was he lost his left 
hand, which was crushed literally to jelly 
under the wheels of an.electric car. Mr. 
Small left the city about 10 o’clock with a 
friend to spend the night at St. Elmo, 
going out by electric car. When they 
reached the residence of his friend, which 
was on the car line, and not a stopping 
Place, both gentlemen leaped from the 
moving car. In some way Mr. Small’s 
foot slipped, and he was thrown violently 
forward, and would have fallen under 
the wheels, but his fall was diverted by a 
boy standing on the platform, but his left 
hand fell upon the track. Amputation 
Was necessary. Besides the loss of his 
hand Mr. Small suffered several severe 
bruises -and contusions on the head, 
which, however, are not regarded as fatal. 


Gallatin, Tenn.—Bright Wilson and J. 
B. Babb have formed a law partnership, 
with offices in the Beebe Building. 


Lexington, Tenn.— W. M. Taylor, a 
prominent young lawyer, has marriea 
Miss Ida Kindred. 

Nashville, Tenn.—Jefferson McCarn, a 
young lawyer of promise, has married 
Miss Mary D. Allison. 

Nashville, Tenn.—Mr. C. T. Boyd of 
Boyd & Peeples of Chattanooga has sev- 
ered his connections with that firm and 
gone into partnership with E. C. Pyle 
of Nashville, under the firm name of 
Pyle & Boyd, with offices in the Vander- 
bilt Law Building. 

Winchester, Tenn.—M. N. Whitaker and 
H. H. Horton have formed a partnership 
in law, and will do business under the 
name of Whitaker & Horton. 


Austin, Texas.—Mr. R. L. Robertson, 
formerly editor and proprietor of the 
Tyler Daily Telegram, but now an attor- 
ney at law, has moved to this city, and 
will be located here permanently from 
now on. 


Austin, Texas.—Judge James T. Polly 
has resigned his position as Judge of the 
Second Judicial District, and will open an 
office at Fort Worth. 


Bonham, Texas.—W. S. Farmer,a young 
lawyer of Leonard, this county, was tried 
recently on the charge of embezzlement, 
and sentenced to six months in jail. The 
young man has hitherto borne a good rep- 
utation, and stood well with the bar and 
his community. 

Center, Texas.—Judge Drury Field has 
been appointed by the Commissioner’s 
Court to be County Judge of this county, 
vice Tom C. Davis, resigned to accept the 
appointment of District Judge. 

Center, Texas.—Thomas C. Davis, of 
this place, has been appointed Judge of the 
Second Judicial District by Gov. Culbert- 
son, vice Judge Poll. y, who has resigned 
to resume the practice of law at Fort 
Worth. 

Palestine, Tex.—City Attorney A. L. 
Webb has resigned and the council have 
appointed Hon. Albert G. Greenwood to 
fill the vacancy. 

San Antonio, Tex.—C. A. Keller and 
Ligon Johnson have formed a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Keller & 
Johnson. 

Danville, Va.—Julian Meade has mar- 
ried Miss Bessie Bouldin. 

Lexington, Va.—Mr. J. R. A. Hobson 
has‘opened a law office at this place. 

Lexington, Va.—Mr. Edwin Cooper, a 
graduate of the law school here, and 
prominent at the bar, has married Miss 
Fannie Douglass Smith. 

Norfolk, Va.—John G. Tilton has mani- 
fested his preference for Miss Ethel Bain 
by taking her as a life partner. 








Norfolk, Va.—Mr. John Gibson Litton, 
one of the most promising of our young 
attorneys, has married Miss Ethel Ame- 
lia Bain. 

Richmond, Va.—Walter H. Ryland, of 
the law firm of Pollard & Ryland, has 
been married to Miss Lillie B. Hardman. 

Richmond, Va.—Mr. Robert Page New- 
ton of this city, a son of Bishop John 
B. Newton, of the Episcopal Church, 
has been licensed to practice law in all 
the courts of the commonwealth by 
Judge James Keith and J. W. Riely of 
the Supreme Court of Appeals. 

West Palm Beach, Va.—Gordon R. 
Broome has entered into partnership 
with Attorney Taylor. 


— ee 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Aldo, Iil—The law firm of Wilson & 
Church has been dissolved by mutual con- 
sent. Mr. Wilson will continue alone, 
while Mr. Church has formed a partner- 
ship with R. L. Watson. Both members 
of the new firm are young men, and 
among the brightest members of the Mer- 
cer County bar. 

Chicago, Ill.—Prentice Campbell is 
charged with having stolen twenty vol- 
umes of Illinois reports from the office of 
Attorney Henry Schoenfeld. 


Chicago, Ill.—-Attorney D. Wesley 
Wood was arrested recently on an at- 
tachment for failure to pay $7.50 a week 
alimony allowed his wife in a pending di- 
vorce suit. 


Chicago, Ill.—J. H. Unger, an attorney, 
who frequents the Armory police courts, 
and his wife, Mary, were arraigned before 
Justice Richardson at the Armory recent- 
ly, charged with keeping a house of ill- 
fame at his home, No. 367 Wabash avenue. 


Chicago, Ill.—Ex-Judge Bulger has de- 
cided to call the attention of State’s At- 
torney Kern to the charges of wrong 
practice made against Albert Schaffner, 
- attorney with offices at 79 Dearborn 
street. 


Chicago, Ill.—The young attorney, 
Julius L. Goldberg, is made defendant in 
a $50,000 breach of promise case, com- 
menced in the Circuit Court by Mrs. 
Grace H. Sundt. The plaintiff herself has 
had previous experience with the courts, 
being newly divorced. 


Chicago, I1ll.—Payne Fitz, the attorney, 
has commenced proceedings in Justice 
Eberhardt’s court against Police Captain 
Elliott. The lawyer charges him with 
having refused him permissidn to see 
James O’Brien, a prisoner, who had re- 
tained him as his attorney. 

Chicago, Ill.—Attorney D. W. Proctor, 
of Evanston, was arrested by Bailiff Car- 
ney, of Judge Neely’s court, and taken to 
the county jail where he was locked up. 
He is accused of collecting and retaining 
money belonging to clients. Proctor’s 
cases have been placed on the call several 
times for trial, and he forfeited his bonds 
each time. 

Chicago, Ill.—R. A. L. Dick, assistant 
county attorney in charge of cases of de- 
pendent persons, has been suspended, 
pending an investigation of charges that 
he has neglected to bring suits as he 
should have done, and that in some in- 
stances he has withheld moneys due for 
the support of the dependent. Mr. Dick 
denies the charges. 

Chicago, Ill.—Judge Horton has begun 
an inquiry which may result in the dis- 
barment of Attorney P. J. Dougherty, 
who has an office in the Chamber of 
Commerce. The investigation is on a 
motion made in behalf of Mrs. W. F. 
Wood to have a decree of divorce en- 
tered in her favor and against Lambert 
Peecook. , 


Chicago, Ill.—S. M. Meek, of the law 
firm of Meek & Meek, is charged by a 
client with betrayal of trust and profiting 
thereby to the extent of several thousand 
dollars, and suit is brought to compel 
him to disgorge. Mr. Meek denies the 
charge most emphatically. He says: “It 
is all aninfernal lie. I have tried to make 





a decent man out of that fellow O'Neill, 
but it’s no use. I bid the property in for 
him, and he could not raise the money to 
pay for it. I'll sell to any one for what I 
gave for it. The property is a drug on the 
market.” 

Chicago, IlL—Charges of general un- 
professional conduct, including the betray- 
al of a client’s confidence, the falsifying 
of the records of a case, and an alleged 
attempt at subornation of perjury, were 
recently made against the law firm 
of Zolotkoff & Zoline, of No. 153 West 
Twelfth street. Papers giving the facts 
in the vase were filed with Attorney Gen. 
eral Moloney, in an application made to 
have them disbarred, by the law firm of 
Byrnes & George, of Nos. 1341-43 Unity 
Building. Previous to the filing of the 
papers the same charges had been pub- 
licly made in Justice Foster’s court, and 
were not denied. 


Chicago, Ill.—The law examiners re- 
cently recommended to the Appellate 
Court that licenses to thirty-seven law 
students be issued. As soon as the Su- 
preme Court acts the following will be 
privileged to hang out a lawyer’s shingle: 
James Seymour, George E. Leonard, John 
E. Amos, John Vennema, Charles lL. 
Wise, Morris Laeff, Charles Lee Caswell, 
Jr., Lillie C. Spink, David F. Matchett, 
Eldon M. Votaw, Clement B. Kettenho- 
fen, George A. Miller, Alfred Marland, 
Frederick M. P. Montague, William 
Rabb, Timothy J. Fell, William H. A. 
Rust, Solon W. Crowell, Carl E. Eggert, 
Ralph C. Traver, James M. Barnes, Dan- 
iel Q. Burke, James O. Wasson, Charles 
H. Burras, Arthur M. Beaufre, Robert 
Zoleske, James Byrne, William Ryan, 
Ralph H. Thatcher, Charles W. Lucas, 
Frederick P. Booth, George J. Walters, 
Howard W. Fitz, George W. Snyder, 
Joseph C. Pisha, Alonzo M. Griffin, Alexis 
D. Marchland. 

Freeport, Ill—Robert P. Eckert has 
married Miss Lizzie Ryan. 

Harvard, Ill.—C. P. Barnes intends to 
go it alone in the law business in the 
future, the copartnership between him- 
self and J. E. Barber having been sev- 
ered. 


Macomb, Ill.—Wilson Lane and Will- 
iam J. Franklin have formed a copartner- 
ship under the firm name of Lane & 
Franklin. Mr. Franklin has been State’s 
Attorney for his county several times, 
and engaged in successful practice in Ma- 
comb for twenty years. 

Peoria, Ill.—Senator Charles Barnes, of 
the firm of Barnes & Barnes, of Lacon 
has formed apartnership with Mr. Charles 
Weiberg, and will practice law here in the 
future. 

Springfield, Il)—Hon. William J. But- 
ler and Col. Brand Whitlock have formed 
a partnership in the law business and 
have established their office at 225 South 
Sixth street. 

Springfield, Ill.— Rufus M. Potts, a 
wealthy and prominent young attorney 
of Taylorville, has married Miss Wilhel- 
mina Grunwaldt, daughter of Otto Grun- 
waldt, nanager of Reisch’s brewery. 


Waukegan, Ill.—Woodle & Arnold, at- 
torneys and counselors at law, have suc- 
ceeded to the business of Slapp & Ar- 
nold. 

Anderson, Ind.—J. R. Thornburg, of 
this city, and M. E. Fitzgerald, of Logans- 
port, have formed a partnership in the 
law business. 

Crawfordsville, Ind.—Judge William P. 
Hargrave has been admitted to practice 
at the Montgomery County bar. Judge 
Hargrave was formerly Judge of the Cir- 
cuit Court at Evansville. 

Madison, Ind.—A new partnership was 
formed last week at Hammond by At- 
torney Joseph G. Ibach and Judge B. F. 
Ibach of Huntington. This has been 
contemplated for some years, bpt was 
put off from time to time. 


Noblesville, Ind.—Thomas C, Ferguson, 
a rising young lawyer of this place, has 
taken as a life partner Miss Alpha Rose 





| Ely, of Dayton, Ohio. 
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Terre Haute, Ind.—Stimson, Stimson 
& Higgins are succeeded by Stimson, 
Stimson & Condit. 

Bastrop, Ila.—Bussey & Naff have been 
succeeded by Bussey & McDonald, Mr. H. 
H. Naff having died recently. 

Burlington, lowa.—Arthur G. Jordan 
has returned from Des Moines, where he 
took the examination before the Supreme 
Court for admission to the bar. He is 
now an attorney and counsellor at law, 
but has not decided where he will locate. 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa.—Mr. E. Jamison 
has taken into partnership with him Mr. 
William Smyth, formerly of Marion. 

Clinton, Ilowa.—Raymond Langan has 
formed a law partnership with W. J. 
Keefe. 

Creston, Iowa.—Attorneys J. M. Milli- 
gan and E. A. Lee have formed a partner- 
ship. This will make-one of the best firms 
in the county. 

Creston, lowa.—Messrs. D. W. Higbee 
and D. Davenport have formed a law 
partnership, and rented rooms in the 
Harsh Bank block. Mr. Davenport is not 
a novice in the law business, and by as- 
sociating himself with Mr. Higbee it 
makes an exceptionally strong firm. 

Davenport, Iowa.—John K. Scott, Jr., 
late of the firm of Fitzgerald & Scott, of 
Muscatine, has formed a partnership 
with City Atforney Sharon, of this place. 

Dubuque, Ia.—Gibbs & Dohs are suc- 
cessors to C. N. Dohs, attorney. 


Iowa City, la.—Holbert & Dutcher, the 
popular young law firm, has dissolved. 
Mr. Dutcher is now associated with 
Cherles H. Burton, under the firm name 
of Dutcher & Burton. 


Keokuk, lowa.—Silverthorn, Dillon & 
Haggensen is the name of a new law firm 
in this eity, with offices in the Garnich 
block. 

Marion, Iowa.—William Smythe is said 
to have formed a partnership with one of 
the prominent attorneys of Cedar Rap- 
ids, and will soon remove to that city. 

Rock Rapids, Ilowa.—Mr. 8S. D. Riniker 
has passed a successful examination be- 
fore the Supreme Court, and is now a full 
fledged lawyer. He will locate here. 

Sioux City, Iowa.—D. A. Holmes has 
formed a law partnership in Chicago, and 
will remove his family to that city. The 
Stock Yards’ litigation of the Credits 
Commutation Company will be in the 
hands of C. H. Lewis. 


Adrian, Mich.—Henry R. Jewett, who 
is a recent graduate from the Univer- 
sity Law School, has located at Saginaw 
east side, and opened a law office at 
room 5, Heavenrich Block. 

Bay City, Mich.—Owen Hall, of the law 
firm of McDowell & Hall, has been ap- 
pointed lieutenant commander of the K. 
O. T. M., vice Henry W. Corey, resigned. 


Davidson, Mich.—Mr. William D. Skin- 
ner has opened a law office here. 

Detroit, Mich.—Owing to continued ill- 
health, which has incapacitated him for 
the duties of his office for the larger por- 
tion of the past twelve months, Assistant 
Prosecuting Attorney Sands F. Moore 
has resigned his office. 


Grand Rapids, Mich.—William P. Bel- 
den, of this city, has the distinction of 
being the first person admitted to prac- 
tice as an attorney and counsellor under 
the new law requiring an examination be- 
fore a State board, having given satis- 
factory answers in a rigid two days’ quiz. 
The young man was graduated with the 
last law class at Cornell University. The 
past month he spent his time in the office 
of Judge Burlingame, acquainting him- 
self to some extent with Michigan stat- 
utes and Supreme Court decisions. It is 
his inteation to practice his profession in 
this city. 


' of the latter. 





Jackson, Mich.—The law firm of Breck 


.& Zuver has been dissulved, J. H. Zuver 


assuming control of the business. 

Jackson, Mich.—The law firm. of Prin- 
gle, Hewitt & Henigan has been dis- 
solved. Messrs. Pringle and Hewitt will 
continue business at the same location 
and Mr. Henigan will branch out alone. 

Kalamazoo, Mich.—Jay D. Driver, who, 
last December, was appointed private 
secretary to United States Judge Henry 
F.. Severans, has resigned his position to 
resume thepractice of law. He has bought 
out the law firm of Harris & Driver, and 
will succeed A. D. Harris and himself. 
Mr. Harris will probably locate in Chi- 
cago soon. 

Manistee, Mich.—C. N. Munroe and J. 
L. Naylor, composing the law firm of 
Munroe & Naylor, of Escanaba, have re- 
moved their office to this city. 

Menomenee, Mich. — Spencer & Salis- 
bury have opened up a law office in Room 
No. 2 in the Masonic block. 


Owosso, Mich.—Stearns F. Smith, the 
successor of the late Judge Montague, 
was born at Cleveland in 1835, and comes 
of Quaker stock. In 1853 he came to 
Michigan with his parents, and located on 
a farm in Shiawassee County. In 1856 he 
returned to Ohio and entered the Western 
Reserve Eclectic Institute, of which 
James A. Garfield was president at that 
time. He afterward spent seven years in 
California, when he returned to Michigan 
and entered the law department of the 
Michigan University, graduating from 
that institution in 1873. His first field of 
labor in his chosen profession was at 
Williamston, Mich., where he practiced 
until 1878, when he came to Owosso. In 
1884 he was elected Prosecuting Attorney 
of his county, which office he held for four 
years. 


Vicksburg, Mich.—J. R. Cropsey and 
Fred Clarke have formed a partnership 
under the firm name of Cropsey & Clarke. 

West Superior, Mich.—Frank H. Suffel, 
who has been engaged in the practice of 
law in this city for the past two years, 
has taken up his residence in Green Bay, 
where he will practice in the future. 


Wolverine, Mich.— Hon. Stearns S. 
Smith has been appointed by Gov. Rich to 
succeed Judge Luke S. Montague on the 
circuit bench of Shiawassee County. The 
vacancy was caused by the recent death 
The appointment of Judge 
Smith gives general satisfaction. 

Canton, Ohio.— John €C. Welty and 
Judge J. W. Albaugh have formed a law 
partnership, and will have their offices 
at the familiar one of Mr. Welty, in South 
Market street. The partnership will make 
one of the strongest firms in Canton. 


Cadiz, Ohio. — J. B. Worley, a young 
attorney of this place, had the honor of 
opening the first court in the new Harri- 
son County Court House. Judge Douthet 
appointed him temporary Judge to finish 
up some unfinished suits. 

Cambridge, Ohio.—W. H. Brown, of 
Fairview, has located in Cambridge for 
the practice of law. He can be found in 
the Prosecutor’s office at the Court House. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—Mr. H. C. Maury, of 
Nashville, Tenn., has been admitted here 
to practice in the United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals. 

Cleveland, Ohio.—E. J. Estep, a well- 
known and highly respected lawyer of 
this place, has retired from the profession 
and removed to California. 

Columbus, Ohio.—Judge George K. 
Nash is said to be contemplating removal 
be New York city for the practice of the 
aw. 

Columbus, Ohio.—The following new 
candidates have been admitted to the 
practice of law by the Supreme Court: 





Worthington E. Babcock, Columbus; 
Charles B. Compton, Coshocton; M. L. 
Clawson, Greenville, Frank T. Dore, 
Tiffin; William B. Doyle, Akron; James 
H. Emery, Toledo; Frank L. Frost, Tiffin; 
William E. Harness, Troy; D. E. Harsh, 
Logan; Dorsey Kreitzer, Dayton; Harry 
W. Lloyd, Toledo; William F. Maurer, 
Cleveland; James C. Nicholson, Colum- 
bus; Alexander Pentlarge, Wyoming; 
Charles S. Turnbaugh, Cambridge; G. F. 
Waters, Cleveland; A. T. Ullman, Ashta- 
bula. 

Dayton, Ohio.—Dorsey M. Kreitzer, son 
of ex-Judge John W. Kreitzer, passed a 
highly creditable examination before the 
Supreme Court of Ohio, and was duly ad- 
mitted to the bar. 

Echo, Ohio.—J. F. Johnston of near 
Petersburg, has opened a law office in 
the D. F. Lentz business block. 


Findlay, Ohio.—The law firm of Meehan 
& Jordan has been dissolved, Charles E. 
Jordan retaining the old offices and 
Thomas Meehan removing to rooms in 
the Davis Opera House block. J. D. 
Moores and R. W. Barnett will hereafter 
have offices with attorney Jordan. 

Kenton, Ohio.—James Greggs, a colored 
lawyer of Belle Center, has been arrested, 
charged with embezzling $200 from the es- 
tate of James Stewart, for which he was 
attorney. 

Marion, Ohio.—L. E. Myers, of this city, 
was admitted to practice law upon certifi- 
eate of graduation from the Cincinnati 
Law School, where he ranked among the 
first ones in his class. 

Toleda, O.—Court stenographer James 
H. Emery is now a full fledged lawyer. 

Toledo, O.—J. Berry, Esq., who was 
in the practice of law in Toledo for over 
seven years, has returned to the city 
and formed a law partnership with Col. 


J. A. Chase, one of the oldest and best- 


known lawyers in our city. 


Toledo, Ohio.—J. Kent Hamilton and 
George P. Kirby have organized them- 
selves into a new law firm, to be known 
as Hamilton & Kirby. The new firm 
will occupy Mr. Hamilton’s offices in the 
Gardner Block, and will be a strong one. 

Ashland, Wis.—Anton Hagenson has a 
law office in Room No. 32, Shores block. 
He is a graduate of the Northwestern 
Law School at Chicago. 


Milwaukee, Wis.—Edwin S. Mack, who 
has been connected with the law firm of 
Miller, Noyes, Miller & Wahl for some 
time past, has severed his connection 
with the firm, and opened an office at 
Room No. 8, in the Miller Building, on 
Wisconsin street. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—Arthur McGeoch, 
who has until recently been connected 
with the law firm of Winkler, Flanders, 
Smith, Bottum & Vilas, has opened an 
office on his own account in the Pabst 
Building. 

Stanley, Wis.—Mr. Anson Green, for- 
merly of Prentice, has opened a law of- 
fice in the Coswell Building. 


————__——_ 


WESTERN STATES. 


Tuscon, Ariz.—The law library of ex- 
Attorney-General Heney was shipped to 
Aransas a few days ago. It consisted of 
nearly 5,000 pounds of books. 

Denver, Col.—John T. Bottom has been 
restrained by A. R. Barton, as trustee of 
Fanny C. Hough, from disposing of $1,945, 
which he has in his possession, as agent 
for Barton, trustee. 

Boise, Idaho.—F. L. Tipton, whe has 
been charged with unprofessional and 
reprehensible conduct, while acting as 
city attorney in receiving the sum of 
$100 from owners of Chinese wash houses 
for some improper and unlawful purpose, 
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has been investigated by the Bar Asso- 
ciation, and the charges sustained. 


Salmon City, Idaho.—The lawyers 
Quarles & Redwine lately dissolved part- 
nership. The senior member has asso- 
ciated himself with his brother, G. B. 
Quarles, under the firm name of Quarles 
& Quarles. The junior partner has 
opened a law office in the Shoup Block 
in association with A. B. Gough of May- 
field, Ky. The name of this firm is 
Redwine & Gough. 


Ardmore, I. T.—The president has ap- 
pointed Yancy Lewis judge of the Cen- 
tral District of that Territory, to suc- 
ceed Judge Stuart. 


Ardmore, I. T.—Charles B. Kendrick, of 
this place, has been appointed a special 
Assistant United States attorney for the 
Southern District of Indian Territory. 


Lawrence, Kan.—Frank K. Lawrence, 
a bright young lawyer of this place, has 
married Miss Minnie Charlton, of Bur- 
lingame. 


Seneca, Kan.—Horace G. Stewart, late- 
ly an attorney at Chandler and Perry, 
Oklahoma, has teen sentenced by the 
District Court totwo years andsix months’ 
confinement in the penitentiary for em- 
bezzlement in 1885. Stewart was practic- 
ing law at Sabetha, in this county, and 
collected $1,300 for John E. Wiliams, a 
client, which he failed to turn over on de- 


mand. ° 

Duluth, Minn.—Victor Stearns was mar- 
ried recently to Miss Lucy Leach, of 
Minneapolis. 

Minneapolis, Minn.—George F. Ed- 
wards, a ‘Minneapolis attorney, was ar- 
rested recently on a bench war- 
rant issued from the District Court in 
St. Paul, charging him with grand lar- 
ceny. Edwards was joint owner of the 
St.Paul office of the Snow-Church Com- 
pany, and his partner, H. K. Richardson, 
was indicted with him. 

Minneapolis, Minn.—Judge Russell has 
filed a decision in a suit brought by Laura 
V. Truesdale against H. G. Sidle et al., to 
recover for illegal charges for attorney’s 
fees and printing bills in the foreclosure 
of certain mortgages. The decision gives 
the plaintiff a judgment for $161.66, and 
holds that lawyers may charge but $25 for 
services in foreclosures, no matter how 
many descriptions of land may occur in 
the papers. 

Mineapolis, Minn.—Another Gibraltar 
of the Hennepin County bar has been es- 
tablished in the law firm to be known 
henceforth as Shaw, Cray, Lancaster & 
Parker. The personal titles are John W. 
Shaw, Willard R. Cray, William A. Lan- 
caster and Hazen M. Parker. 


St. Paul. Minn.—Louis Kossuth Luse of 
St. Paul has been admitted to practice 
law by the Supreme Court, upon the rec- 
ommendation of the State Board of Ex- 
aminers in Law. 

Carthage, Mo.—J. T. James will remove 
to St. Louis Jan. 1. 

Crocker, Mo.—In a recent fire here the 
law office of Murphy & Murphy was com- 
pletely destroyed, but their valuable law 
library was saved. 

Joplin, Mo.—Mr. Louis Wagner, a Den- 
Led lawyer, has opened an office in this 
city. 

Kansas City, Mo.—The well-known 
law firm of Harkless & O’Grady has been 
reorganized, with the addition of Charles 
S. Crysler, formerly of the firm of Crys- 
ler & Stearns, as a partner in the busi- 
ness. The new firm is styled Harkless, 
O’Grady & Crysler. 

Kansas City; Mo.—W. E. Dorn, a 
Topeka attorney in jail for embezzle- 
ment, has been disbarred by Judge 
Hazen of the District Court. 

Kansas City, Mo. — Attorney John 
O’Grady, who was injured by being 
thrown from his buggy some time since, 
is still confined to his room. Mr. O’Grady 
at first thought his injuries were of a 
trivial nature, but his jaw was found to 
be fractured, and other injuries which he 
sustained will prevent attention to busi- 
ness for some time to come. 





has gone to Oklahoma, where he will lo- 
cate and engage in the practice of law. 


young lawyer who formerly had an office 
in the Wainwright Building, 
owing to financial reverses, 


police. 


ing young lawyer of this place, has mar- 
ried Miss Ruby Hoover, daughter of Prof. 
S. A. Hoover, of the Normal School at 
Springfield, Mo. 


Jr., a well-known legal authbdr, has been 
appointed resident professor of the Law 
Department of the University of Colo- 
rado, located at Boncoeur in that State. 
Prof. Murfree is the brother of Charles 
Egbert Craddock (Miss Mary L. Mur- 
free), 
Tenn., March 26, 1854. 
cated in the Nashville, 
schools, the Montgomery Bell Academy 


studied law, and, in 1875, was graduated 
at the St. Louis Law School. 
menced the practice of his profession in 
ginning took great interest in legal liter- 
ary work, becoming an acceptable con- 


Central Law Journal, and in 1886 he ac- 
cepted an editorial position with the 


on the “Law of Foreign Corporations.” 


county jail for blackmail, has been gerved 





| teenth Judicial District. It is understood 


Moberly, Mo.—Attorney Jack Quayle 


St. Louis, ‘Mo.—Leonidas J. Dyer, a 
but who, 
was com- 
pelled to give it up, is wanted by the 


Sedalia, Mo.—Arthur H. Brooks, a ris- 


St. Louis, Mo.—William L. Murfree, 


and was born in Murfreesboro, 
He was edu- 
Tenn., public 
and the 


Nashville University. He 


He com- 


the city of St. Louis, and from the be- 


tributor to a number of legal journals. 
From 1880 to 1884 he was editor of the 


West Publishing Company of St. Paul, 
Minn. Soon afterward he became edi- 
tor-in-chief of the whole National Re- 
porter System, published by that house, 
consisting of a series of weekly periodi- 
cals, publishing soon after the delivery 
of the opinion a complete report of each 
of the decisions of all courts of final re- 
sort in all the States, and of the Federal 
courts. Later he took a prominent part 
in originating the American Monthly and 
Annual Digest, by which this great mass 
of reported decisions is made easily ac- 
cessible to the profession in all parts of 
the country. In 1 he resumed the 
practice of law in St. Louis, finding time, 
however, to prepare and publish a work 


St. Louis, Mo.—Gen. John W. Sable, 
secretary of the Interior under President 
Harrison, and Gen. George H. Shields 
have formed a partnership for the prac- 
tice of law. The two have been in- 
timate friends personally for many 
years, and their co-partnership makes 


one of the strongest legal firms in the 
West. 


Anaconda, Mont.—Lawyer O. J. Blod- 
gett, who is serving a sentence in the 


with an order of the Supreme Court di- 
recting him to appear in court on Dec. 3 
and show cause, if any he has, why an or- 
der of disbarment should not be entered 
against him. 


Butte, Mont.—Judge McHatton has or- 
dered proceedings in the District Court 
for the disbarment of Judge William 
Clancy, the late Populist candidate for 
State Attorney, and formerly a well- 
known practicing attorney in St. Louis, 
and later in other Western towns. Clancy 
is accused of otaining a decree of divorce 
for a woman on testimony alleged to have 
been taken before the case was at issue, 
and before the appointment of the referee 
who was supposed to have taken the evi- 
dence. 

Fremont, Neb.—Miss Vesta Gray, who 
was admitted to practice law at the last 
session of the District Court, made her 
first argument before the/ court on a re- 
cent day in fayor of a demurrer in a fore- 
closure case. She made a very brilliant 
plea, and displayed a thorough under- 
standing of law. 

Cering, Neb-—Mr. James M. Kerr, of 
the firm of Kerr & Van Volkenburgh, the 
well-known corporation lawyers of No. 
68 Broad st., New York City, has been 
admitted here to practice in the Nebras- 
ka courts by Judge Neville, of the Thir- 





that Mr. Kerr’s firm is largely interested 
in irrigation enterprises on the North 
Platte, some of which are involved in lit- 
igation. 

Lincoln, Neb.—Ailfred W. Scott, having 
recently retired from the firm of Messrs. 
Lamb, Adams & Scott, the firm name 
has been changed to Lamb & Adams, 

Tecumseh, Neb.—Samuel D. Porter, at- 
torney for Johnson County, has been pro- 
nounced insane, and was taken to the 
Lincoln Asylum for treatment. 

Silver City, N. M.—Lawyer James 
Fielder shot and killed City Marshal 
Cantley. Fielder was drinking in a sa- 
loonand made considerable noise. Cantley 
requested Fielder to keep quiet. Fielder 
replied acrimoniously, pulled his gun and 
shot. 

Fargo, N. D.—Senator Charles Greg- 
ory has arrived in the city. He expects 
to make Fargo his permanent home, and 
will open a law office. 

New Rockford, N. D.—Mr. Kepins has 
taken into partnership Hon. Robert P. 
Allison of Steele. 

Chamberlain, S. D.—United States Com- 
missioner Judge C. C. Morrow has re- 
signed. The resignation was tendered 
under fire, and amounts to a removal. 
Charges of favoritism and personal re- 
venge have been made. 

Sioux Falls, S. D.—The Sioux Falls Bar 
Association gave a farewell reception to 
Hon. Curtis H. Winsor, who will leave for 
New York City to practice law. Mr. Win- 
sor is one of the three earliest practicing 
lawyers in the State. Mr. and Mrs. Win- 
sor were presented with a silver tea set. 

Salt Lake, Utah.—M. Marcellus Nelson, 
lawyer, was recently arrested on the 
charge of grand larceny. 


Salt Lake, Utah.—The press of this city 
are demanding the resignation of City 
Attorney Reavill. They will probably 
make it so uncomfortable for him that he 
will be glad to get out. 


——_—_—_—_——. 
PACIFIC STATES. 


Los Angeles, Cal.—In the case of Hart 
vs. The Colorado Irrigation Company, 
Judge McKinley has given judgment for 
the plaintiff as prayed for, $52,216. The 
amount recovered is for legal services 
rendered by ex-Attorney General H. H. 
Hart, of San Francisco. 

Los Angeles, Cal.—H. J. Hughes, who 
was admitted to practice in the Supreme 
Court on the 16th ult., tendered, his 
friends an elaborate banquet at his home 
on East First street. During the ban- 
quet toasts were given and responses 
made by the following gentlemen: Os- 
car Lawler, H. G. Whitlock, W. R. Leeds, 
J. W. Rannells, F. N. Van Horn, W. C. 
Petchner, F. J. Syvertson, C. L. Wes- 
cott, Charles E. Walk, W. B. Sim, Ross 
T. Hickok, E. O. Edgerton, A. T. McCor- 
mick, P. N. Zehner and W. 8. House. 

Oakland, Cal.—W. W. Britton, a well 
known attorney of this city and San 
Francisco, filed a petition in insolvency 
in the Superior Court. He is involved 
upwards of $3,500. 

San Francisco, Cal.—A new law firm 
has been formed by Messrs. Michael 
Mullaney, William Grant and Charles 8. 
Cushing. The firm name is Mullaney, 
Grant & Cushing. 


San Francisco,Cal.—_James P. Sweeney, 
an attorney-at-law, is accused of a cruel 
deception, played upon a poor German 
named Carl Vogt, whereby the latter 
was victimized to the tune of $89, 


San Jose, Cal.—To obviate the incon- 
venience arising from his absence from 
time to time on outside business, Mr. J. 
H. Campbell has secured the co-opera- 
tion of J. P. Moore, Esq., an able and 
experienced attorney, who comes to San 
Jose with many warm commendations 
from the Bench and Bar of his former 
place of residence. 


Portland, Ore.—C. C. Thompson, a 
lawyer, and prominent in church cir- 
cles, who was convicted last month of em- 
bezzling funds from a client, failed to 
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ect his appeal, and was sent to the 
penitentiary for one year. 

Aberdeen, Wash.—S. T. Coons, an at- 
torney, and a member of the firm of Bush 
& Coons, shot and dangerously, if not fa- 
tally, wounded his wife, having mistaken 
ner for a burglar. 

Seattle, Wash.—Hon Charles F. Fish- 
pack, the well-known lawyer of this city, 
js now the president and general man- 
ager of the Fishback Hydraulic Gold 
Mining Company. a corporation which 
nas recently acquired some valuable gold 
properties in the famous Cariboo mining 
district of British Columbia. Mr. Fish- 
pack still retains his offices and 
practice at Seattle. 

Ce ee 


CANADA. 


Nanaimo, B. C.—E. M. Yarwood has 
joined forces with F. M. Young. The 
tit'e of the new firm is Yarwood & Young. 


Winnipeg, Man.—The firm of Crane 
& Co. has dissolved, and been succeeded 
by the new firm of Hooper, Smith & 
Moore. The two last named are English 
parristers lately arrived from London. 

Winnipeg, Man.—The law firms of Mc- 
Carthy & Harvey, and Castigan, McCaul 
&Bangs, have been dissolved, Harvey, Mc- 
Caul and Costigan each opening an office 
for himself. 

Calgary, N. W. T,—P. McCarthy, Q. 
Cc, and J. A. Bangs have formed a 
partnership under the title of McCarthy 
& Bangs, with offices over the Imperial 
Bank. 

Kingston, Ont.—William F. Nicke, bar- 
rister, Was recently married to Miss Ag- 
nes M. McAdam of Toronto. 


Toronto, Ont.—The appointment of So- 
licitor General Curran to succeed Sir 
Francis Johnson on the bench of the Su- 
perior Court of Quebec is announced. 

_ ID - oo 


NEWS ITEMS. 


Carthage, Mo., has a new court-house, 
which the citizens recently dedicated 
with considerable pompous ceremony. 

A damage suit has been begun in Grand 
Rapids, Mich., against the electric light 
company by the parents of a little girl 
who lost an eye from a carbon dropped 
by a light tender. 

Ex-Senator Temple Heuston of Texas, 
the oldest son of Gen. Sam Houston, 
shot and killed Lawyer Ed Jennings and 
mortally wounded John Jennings at 
Woodword Okla., recently. 

A referee has recommended an injunc- 
tion restraining a hatter from. using a 
trade-mark, “Dunlay & Co.,” in which 
the “y” was made to resemble a “p,” an 
obvious imitation of a well-known firm 
name. 

Joel Rathbone is elected secretary of 
the Lawyers’ Surety Company of New 
York city in place of Frank Sperry. The 
office of this institution is in the Mutual 
Life Building, 32, 34 and 36 Liberty 
street, 
A gentleman on trial in Rockport, Ind., 
recently made the novel plea that he had 
the right, under the constitution of the 
State, to steal chickens “under and by 
virtue of the law of prescription,” but the 
Judge didn’t see it. 


The Snow-Church Company, law and 
collecting agency, of St. Paul, Minn., has 
assigned. The books are said to be in a 
bad state and the assets small. The com- 
pany was capitalized at $5,000, of which 
10 per cent. was paid up. 


The fine law library, comprising 2,800 
volumes, and collected by the late Judge 
L. N. Bangs, of Buffalo, and formerly of 
Le Roy, has been purchased by the Elli- 
cott Square Company, of Buffalo, and will 
- for the use of the tenants of the build- 

g. 

There has been organized at Cleveland, 
Ohio, the American Mutual Protective 
Association, to fight railroad corpora- 
tions when its members have claims 


law 





hard o’ hearin’ myself.” 





against the companieg of loss of property. 
Object: ‘“‘Not to make money, but to gain 
justice.” 

A jury in Wabash, Ind., has been con- 
sidering the case of Mrs. Charles Brown 
of Packerton, who was kissed by W. 
Schaffer in March and May, and who 
told her husband about it in August. 
Schaffer was acquitted. The jury held 
that Mrs. Brown should have begun suit 
at once, 

In the Supreme Court at Bangor, Me., 
recently, during the trial of a case, Judge 
Haskell said to an old man of seventy or 
upward, who was on the stand, “ Keep 


| your voice up, Mr. Witness, please; I can- 


not hear the last part of your answer.” 
Whereupon the witness beamed upon his 
Honor and said: “ Jedge, I’m a leetle 


The Temple Bar says that many cele- 
brated men have neglected to settle their 
affairs. Ben Johnson, Dryden and Sir 
Isaac Newton all died intestate, Bacon 
insolvent, and the epigram on Butler’s 
monument in the Abbey sufficiently ex- 
plains why he and many others like him 
never made a will: 

“The poet's fate is here inemblem shown: 

He asks’for bread, and he receives a 

stone.” 


It is said that the emoluments of the 
law practice of ex-President Harrison 
have proved so large that it is not strange 
if, as his intimate friends say, he shrinks 
from being a candidate. A close friend 
who talked on the subject recently says 
that the fees in the court cases which 
Gen. Harrison has appeared in since his 
resuming the law amounted to $85,000, 
and that he has made as much more in 
consultation fees and for charges for 
opinions. 

While Judge Albright, one f 
Pennsylvania Judges, was on a 
between Sunbury and Montgomery 
was robbed of his grip, overcoat and 
umbrella. The value of the property 
was about $75. The Judge reported the 
robbery to the railroad officials They 
sent out an alarm and William O’Brien, 
of Lewisburg, was arrested for the rcb- 
bery. He had Judge Albright’s goods in 
his possession. They were recovered and 
returned to the owner. 


From a dispatch sent from Constanti- 
nople to the London Standard we learn 
that sinister stories are afloat regarding 
the vengeance wreaked on members of 
the young Turkish party. A leading 
Mussulman lawyer named Izzet (whose 
arrest was reported some time since) was 
tortured and died in Yilking prison on 
proof of corresponding with the party. 


Elmira has a law library which was 
secured for this county through the ef- 
forts of the Hor. John B. Stanchfield 
while in the Asembly last Winter. In 
all 2,000 volumes have been placed in 
the library and the number is being con- 
stantly augmented. The library when 
completed will contain every legal decis- 
ion of importance in the United States, 
and will be an invaluable assistance to 
the lawyers in their work. None of the 
many benefits resulting from Mr. 
Stanchfield’s labors is more appreciated 
by the legal fraternity than the estab- 
lishment of this library. 


A queer case is reported from Sydney, 
Australia. A man was convicted by a 
jury of having tried to poison his wife 
with arsenic. His lawyers obtained a re- 
mission appointed by the Legislature, 
consisting of two doctors and a lawyer, 
which pronounced him innocent, the 
doctors voting down the lawyer, who 
thought him guilty. The man was 
set free in consequence. Subsequently 
one of his lawyers, moved by 
conscience, told another member of 
the bar that the man had confessed 
his guilt to him at the time of the trial, 
and the matter was brought before the 
Legislature. Lawyers and clients have 
been arrested, and are to be prosecuted 
for conspiracy to defeat the ends of jus- 
tice. Communications between lawyer 
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and client are apparently not privileged 
in Australia. 


On Jan. 1 the present General Term of 
Court in New York State will be discon- 
tinued in accordance with the provisions 
of the new State Constitution, and an ap- 
pellate division of the Supreme Court will 
be created. Gov. Morton was charged- 
with the duty of the formation of this 
new court, and he has experienced not a 
little difficulty in adjusting matters satis- 
factorily. He has made the following” 
designations: 

First Department—Presiding Justice, 
Charles H. Van Brunt; Associate Justices, 
George C. Barrett, George L. Ingraham, 
Edward Patterson, Morgan J. O’Brien, 
Charles C. Dwight, Pardon C. Williams. 

Second Department—Presiding Justice, 
Charles E. Brown; Associate Justices, 
Edgar M. Cullen, Willard Bartlett, Cal- 
vin E. Pratt. 

Third Department, which includes Al- 
bany—Presiding justice, Charles E. 
Parker; associate justices, D. Cady Her- 
rick, Judson S. Landon, John R. Put- 
n2ni. 

Fourth Department—Presiding justice, 
George A. Hardin; associate justices, 
William Rumsey, David L. Follect, Will- 
iam H. Adams, Manly C. Green. 

When legal papers are served by mail 
the postage must be prepaid in full to 
make the service valid. Recently the 
office boy of a prominent New York firm 
put a two-cent stamp on a letter contain- 
ing a summons and complaint in a case, 
and mailed it to the defendant’s counsel. 
The postage was two cents short, and the 
defendant’s counsel, after paying the ad- 
ditional two cents, was in a position to 
claim judgment by default, on the ground 
that he had not been legally served. The 
plaintiff’s attorney immediately got an 
order to show cause why the default 
should not be opened. There wasa long 
argument in court, and several lengthy 
affidavits were submitted, The case was 
finally reopened upon payment by the 
plaintiff of $30 costs. Thus, the time of 
the court for nearly two hours, $30 costs, 
and the fees of two leading lawyers were 
made necessary to correct a mistake of 
two cents by an office boy. 


The United States Court of Appeals of 
New York opened with a calendar of 
nearly 150 cases. The court, at the end 
of last year, had cleared itS calendar, 
and the new calendar is made up cf 
cases addea through the summer 
months. The work of the court for the 
last year. showed that it wlil be a most 
effective assistant to the United States 
Supreme Court, and that tribunal should 
have a rapidly decreasing calendar. Only 
about a half-dozen cases were certified 
from the Court of Appeals and less than 
that number, mainly from the criminal 
branch, went directly from the Circuit 
to the Supreme Court. The whole num- 
ber of cases which the Supreme Court 
may be called on to consider from this 
most important circuit from last year’~ 
work will probably not be over twenty. 
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Judges Wallace, Lacombe and Shipman 
are all earnest and energetic in their 
- purpose to dispose of each year’s busi- 
ness before the end of the term. 


The Lewiston (Me.) Journal is respon- 
sible for the news that a down-East law- 
yer had a tough case on hand at a recent 
term of court, and before it came on he 
laid his forefinger to his nose and evolved 
an idea. The presiding Judge loved a 
good cigar, and the lawyer’s happy 
thought was to propitiate him and make 
him friendly to his case by treating him 
to the best the market afforded. The dis- 
ciple of Blackstone was not in the habit 
of smoking good cigars himself, so when 
he bought a twenty-five-center to offer 
the Court he bought a cheroot for his own 
use. Armed with these he sauntered into 
the Judge’s room, and, after a little chat 
passed out a cigar, asking the Judge if he 
smoked. The Court accepted gracefully, 
but before many whiffs were drawn the 
horrified lawyer discovered he had given 
the Judge the cheroot and was puffing 
the Havana himself. The Judge politely 
tried to look pleased as the smoking pro- 
ceeded, but the lawyer has since made no 
attempts to bribe the Court. 


The action of the South Carolina Con- 
stitutional Convention in refusing to 
make any provision whatever for divorce, 
has precipitated a general discussion of a 
delicate social question. The institution 
of marriage is one of the most distinctive 
characteristics of civilization, and it can- 
not be too zealously guarded. However, 
the law regulating marriage should be 
humanitarian. The South Carolinians 
have gone too far. The right sort of in- 
fluences do not always prevail in match 
making, and women should have some 
way of escape from cruelty and neglect. 
There is a strong and growing sentiment 
in favor of a national divorce law, but 
this hardly comes within the scope 
of the functions of the na- 
tional Government. It should not be a 
difficult matter to secure more unanimity 
of action, and there is one feature of the 
South Carolina.action which, if taken by 
itself, would be most commendable. We 
refer to the refusal to recognize divorces 
obtained in other States. If other States 
were to do likewise it is quite probable 
that it would lead to more concert of ac- 
tion. 


A case was being tried before Justice 
Miller, in which a boy was charged with 
stealing a keg of beer from the Santa 
Fe Railroad depot. Houston, as attor- 
ney for the railroad, was prosecuting, 
while the Jennings brothers were the de- 
fendant’s attorneys. In the course of 
the examination of the witnesses, the 
lie was passed from the Jenningses to ex- 
Senator Houston, and he resented it. 
All the lawyers jumped to their feet, 
pulled revolvers and began firing, but 
the Court and its officers restored order 
before anybody was hurt. After the 
adjournmentiof court, ex-Senator Hous- 
ton and ex-Sheriff Love went to the 
Cabinet saloon, a political resort, and, 
while they were taking a drink, the 
Jennings brothers came in, and the quar- 
rel was renewed. All pulled their pistols 
again, including ex-Sheriff Love. At 
the first fire Ed Jennings fell dead. 
John Jennings was shot several times,and 
died during the night. Houston and Love 
gave themselves up. 


Recent news from Philadelphia indi- 
cates an exodus of lawyers from the 
downtown locations, where so many of 
them have so long held forth, following 
the removal of the courts and county 
offices to the City Hall. Lawyers in good- 
ly numbers have already found and oc- 
cupied quarters handy to the City Hall, 





and it is calculated that within the next 
five months or more offices down- 
town will be vacant, because of the re- 
moval of their present occupants to new 
quarters uptown. Among the lawyers 
who have already moved from downtown 
are William F. Harrity, James M. Beck, 
George McGowan, M. J. Ryan, David F. 
Conrade, William S. Roney, William M. 
Meredith, Judge Pennypacker, Morris 
Dallett, Charles C. Lister and Thomas W. 
Barlow, all of whom now occupy rooms in 
the Girard Building; John H. Fow, E. A. 
Anderson and J. J. Murphy, who are lo- 
cated at No. 1415 Filbert street: H. C. 
Terry, Fred Dussoulas, John J. Molony 
and H, C. Patterson, in the Hale Build- 
ing, at Chestnut and Juniper streets; 
Charles Sharkey, F. Pierce Buckley, Jo- 
seph Magee, J. T. Murphy and William 
Hayes, at the southwest corner of 12th 
and Chestnut streets; Samuel'Cooper and 
Thomas Wagner, at 12th and Walnut 
streets; Judge Gordon, Thomas J. Byrnes 
and William S. Stenger, at the southwest 
corner of 12th and Chestnut streets; W. 
J. Morrison and Joseph Gross & Brother, 
at 12th and Filbert streets, and George 
Domsler, at No. 1403 Filbert street. 


Some of the lawyers at Rochester, N. 
Y., have been caught napping. Some 
time ago Justice Ramsey promulgated 
a new rule in the Cireuit Court 
which attorneys have been slow to un- 
derstand and to observe. The rule pro- 
vides that on the opening of court each 
day the day calendar shall be called 
through and the attorneys in each case 
are to announce whether they are ready 
for trial. In case the plaintiff’s attorney 
does not appear the case is dismissed, 
and if the plaintiff is repre- 
sented but the defendant does not ap- 
pear, the plaintiff takes judgment. In 
cases where both sides are represented 
but are not ready for trial, the case is 
set down for some future day or allowed 
to go over the term, as seems best to the 
court and the parties interested. Be- 
cause some of the lawyers have not 
understood that this rule was made to be 
enforced, several cases are summarily 
disposed of. The day calendar is called 
through on the opening of court each 
day, and it behooves lawyers to be on 
hand if they have cases on the day cal- 
endar or they may come to grief. 


Columbus, Ohio, is to have a lawyers’ 
club. New York, Chicago and other large 
cities have such organizations, whose 
objects include legal education and the 
promotion of the social and fraternal 
relations of the members of the profes- 
sion. A meeting of the attorneys of the 
city was held in the directors’ room of 
the Board of Trade the first of last month 
for the purpose of forming an organiza- 
tion which would bring the members of 
the bar into closer relations. A tempo- 
rary organization was formed by electing 
E. B. Kinkead chairman and A. T. Sey- 
mour secretary. The names of several 
gentlemen were suggested and they were 
constituted a committee to draft a con- 
stitution and secure speakers for the 
next meeting. The subject “Lawyer 
Clubs” will be discussed by gentlemen 
familiar with their objects and modes of 
procedure. The committee consists of 
the following: E. B. Kinkead, Frank 
Davis, Cyrus Huling, Paul Jones, E. O. 
Randall and James M. Butler. 


M. Heath, ex-County Attorney of Mar- 
shall County, Kentucky, has filed suit in 
the Marshall Circuit Court against 
County Judge Deprist of that county for 
$5,000 damages for false imprisonment. 
Some time ago, it will be remembered, 
Attorney Heath was sent to jail by Judge 
Duprist for contempt of court, and this, 
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it appears, is the basis of the suit. Major 
Thos. E. Moss of Paducah has been em. 
ployed as Heath’s attorney. Comment. 
ing on the suit the Tribune says: “Mr. 
Heath thinks he has been very much out- 
raged by his honor, and he now proposes 
to leave no stone unturned in prose. 
cuting him for damages. Judge Duprist 
says there is nothing in the suit and jt 
will end just like the other one did that 
was brought by the same party. He 
says that Mr. Heath’s conduct was out. 
rageous before the court and invited the 
greatest punishment for contempt known 
to the law, and that he is ready to stand 
or fall by his action in the matter. From 
the present indications it seems there js 
a lively fight ahead.”’ 


A. H. Kaylor was once a lawyer ip 
Kansas City of the firm of Mayer, Kay- 
lor & Mayer. Three years: ago he was 
converted and gave up the practice of 
law to preach the Gospel. He had been 
educated for the priesthood when a boy 
in the Jesuit college at Loretto, Pa., but 
for various reasons forsook it and 
studied law in the Yale law school. Hig 
conversion came about through Major 
Cole, who was holding evangelical ser- 
vices in this city. Since then Mr. Kay- 
lor has been conducting meetings in Cin- 
cinnati, Brooklyn, and other Eastern 
cities, assisting Francis Murphy, the 
temperance orator, at his meeting at 
Pittsburg a year ago, and has recently 
closed a sixty-day meeting at the Central 
Presbyterian Church in St. Louis. He 
is a member of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Pittsburg. He is now holding 
noonday services in Willard Hall, in 
Chicago, assisted by T. E. Jones, a re- 
formed ‘“‘end man” in a minstrel show. 
Jones is a convert of Evangelist Moody, 
and was, previous to that time, with 
Haverly’s minstrels. 


William Carter, a well-known attorney 
of Defiance, Ohio, has written a three- 
act romantic and patriotic opera, which 
he has called “The Patriots.” It is the 
pioneer American opera, the scene be 
ing laid in Boston and Philadelphia dur- 
ing the Revolutionary times of 1773 and 
1776. The throwing overboard of the tea 
in Boston harbor and the proclaiming 
of liberty by the ringing of the old bell 
furnish material for some of the most 
thrilling incidents in the action of the 
piece. A pretty love story lends much 
interest to the production. The charac- 
ters will be costumed in the colonial 
garb of the period in which the opera is 
laid, and this will afford an opportunity 
for an innovation in stage effects that 
will be welcomed. The music is by Prof. 
Adler, a composer of some note in Phila- 
delphia. The score has been favorably 
commented upon by those interested in 
things operatic. Mr. Carter has sub- 
mitted the libretto to some of the most 
severe critics in matters pertaining to 
the opera, and their verdict has been s0 
flattering that the piece bas been pro 
duced the latter part of last month for 
a run of a week in Philadelphia 


Few American lawyers would refuse 
official position in line with their profes 


_ Sional tastes, when the income to be re- 


ceived was between $35,000 and $50,000a 
year. Sir Edward Clarke, who declined 
the appointment as Solicitor General of 
England, the office which he formerly 
held under a Tory Administration, has 
told his reasons for his action. The Gov- 
ernment has finally decided that the high 
law officers of the Crown, the Attorney 
General and the Solicitor General, shall 
not be allowed to accept private business. 
They will receive salaries of $35,000 or 
$40,000, and in addition will be allowed to 
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have fees such as counsel of high stand- 
ing at the bar would receive for all con- 
tentious business which they may trans- 
act for the Government. There was much 
criticism of the old method because the 
Attorney General and Solicitor General 
were sometimes retained by private 
clients in important litigation where their 
business as law officers of the Govern- 
ment gave to their advocacy an undue 
weight. Sir Edward Clarke believes that 
the system of allowing private retainers 
was correct, and he objects to the restric- 
tion against private practice. His views 
on that subject were so strong as to lead 
him to refuse to accept the lucrative and 
honorable office of Solicitor General. 


In the lower room of the two-story 
brick building in the rear of the Court- 
house in Warrenton, Va., the passersby 
see daily a man growing old in years, 
yet young in feeling—the Hon. James V. 
Brooke. For fifty years he has occu- 
pied thet same place and been actively 
engaged in his profession. In that time 
$1,000,000 has passed through his 
hands, and yet he is poor. Twice, at 
least—we think three times—he has been 
the victim of misplaced confidence, and 
had his savings swept away, yet no 
murmur has escaped his lips. The needy 
always find him kind; wrongdoers, for- 
giving. He has not been a politician, 
yet ‘on occasions he has been able to 
ride down opposition that would have 
overwhelmed a man of less political 
astuteness. In his daily walk from his 
home to his office, by accurate measure- 
ment, Mr. Brooke has gone the distance 
of once around the world. When he 
commenced the practice of law the quill 
pen and the sand box were the adjuncts 
of his writing table. Steel pens and 
blotting paper were unknown. To-day 
he has a typewriter and a dozen appli- 
ances unheard of in his youth. 


The Judge Holt will contest, of which 
we gave an account last week, is on at 
Washington, D.C. The heirs contend: 


“1. That the said paper writing is not 
the last will and testament of the said 
Joseph Holt, deceased. 


“2. That the said paper writing, so 
purporting to be the last will and testa- 
ment of the said Joseph Holt, deceased, 
is a forgery, and never was signed or ac- 
knowledged by the said alleged testator. 


“3. That the said paper writing never 
was signed by the alleged attesting wit- 
nesses, whose names are affixed thereto 
as the witnesses to the execution of said 
al‘eged will, nor was the same declared to 
be his last will and testament by the said 
alleged testator, in the presence of said 
alleged witnesses, or either of them. 


“4. These caveators further allege that 
the said attesting witnesses to said al- 
leged will, whose names appear as such 
on the face of said paper writing, did not, 
hor did either of them, sign his or her 
name as a witness to said alleged will at 
the request of the said alieged testator, 
nor in his presence, nor in the presence of 
each other. 


“5. These caveators further allege that, 
even if the said alleged testator did exe- 
cute and sign the said paper writing, 
which they deny, as aforesaid, yet these 
caveators say that the said paper writing 
purports to dispose of both real and per- 
sonal property, but it does not appear 
thereby that the same was duly executed, 
as required by law, in this, that it is re~ 
quired by law that such last will and tes- 
tament shall be attested and subscribed 
in the presence of the testator by three or 





four credible witnesses, or else it shall be 
utterly null and void and of none effect; 
whereas, it does not appear by the face of 
said alleged will and testament of the 
said Joseph Holt, deceased, that the said 
attesting witnesses did so subscribe the 
same in his presence. 

“6. The caveators further allege that, 
even if the said alleged testator and the 
said alleged witnesses did sign and wit- 
ness the said paper writing, as the face of 
said alleged will purports, which these 
caveators deny, yet the said paper writ- 
ing, so pronounced for probate and record, 
is not the last will and testament of the 
said Joseph Holt, deceased, because these 
caveators say that, even if the said al- 
leged testator ever did sign and execute 
the same, which they deny, it was after- 
ard by him revoked, annulled and de- 
stroyed, by the removal and tearing of 
his name from said paper writing by the 
said alleged testator, and by otherwise 
mutilating and by burning the same, 
which mutilation and destruction was 
done with the intent to revoke and cancel 
the said alleged will; and these caveators 
say that thereby and by other acts of the 
said Joseph Holt, deceased, done with the 
purpose and intent to cancel and revoke 
the said alleged will, the same was can- 
celled and revoked. 

“7. These caveators further say that, 
even if the said alleged will was in fact 
ever executed by the said Joseph Holt, de- 
ceased, which they deny, and even if the 
same was, therefore, during his lifetime 
in his possession, yet the same was not 
in the possession of the said alleged tes- 
tator at the time of his death, and was 
not found in his possession or with any of 
his papers or effects, or in any custody or 
keeping which was known to or author- 
ized by him; but, on the contrary, the 
same had been mutilated and destroyed, 
as aforesaid, and was fraudulently, and 
without disclosing his name or address, 
sent to the Register of Wills of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, through the mails, by 
some unknown person, after having been 
pasted together so as to render it legible 
—this without the knowledge or consent 
of the said Joseph Holt, deceased. 

“§. These caveators further say that, 
even if the said Joseph Holt, deceased, 
did execute and sign the said paper writ- 
ing, which they deny, yet they allege that 
such signature and exception was pro- 
cured by the fraud and undue influence 
practiced against and upon the said 
Joseph Holt, deceased, by some person or 
persons to them unknown. 

“Wherefore, these caveators pray that 
the said paper writing may be refused 
probate, and that issues may be framed 
between these caveators and the propo- 
nents of said alleged will and sent to the 
Circuit Court, to be there tried by jury, 
in order to determine the allegations of 
fact bearing upon the validity of said 
will.” 
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PERSONALS. 


W. S. Small, the well-known attorney 
at Chattanooga, Tenn., met with a seri- 
ous misfortune recently, causing the loss 
of his left hand. 

There are few young men in Virginia 
who have so thoroughly prepared them- 
selves to occupy a high position as Mr. 
Raleigh C. Minor, who was recently ap- 
pointed Adjunct Professor of Law in the 
University of Virginia. Mr. Minor is 
well and favorably known in Richmond, 
where he practiced law for some time. 

Raleigh Colston Minor, the subject of 








this sketch, was born at the University 
of Virgini2, Jan. 24, 1869. His father was 














the late Prof. John B. Minor, who for the 
past fifty years shed such lustre upon 
the school of law at the State University, 
and raised it to the position it now holds 
in the front rank of the law schools of 
the country. His mother was Nannie 
Fisher Colston,-a sister of the late 
Raleigh Colston of this city, and a great- 
niece of Chief Justice Marshall. The 
blood of many of the distinguished men 
and women of the Old Dominion flows in 
his veins, and his many friends predict 
for him a future as brilliant and useful 
as were the lives of any of his ancestors. 

He was educated at various private 
schools until the Fall of 1883, when, 
though only 14 years of age, he matricu- 
lated as a student in the academic de- 
partment of the university. 

It required diligent application and a 
high order of intelligence for one of his 
age to master the subjects contained in 
the M. A. course as it was then consti- 
tuted, but he took an excellent stand in 
all of his classes from the start, and in 
June of 1887 he took his B. A. degree. The 
following year he won his M. A. degree, 
and, in addition, graduated in part of 
the law course. 

He was only 19 years old when he took 
his M. A. degree, which was at an un- 
usually early age. He took a prominent 
part in college affairs, and received the 
much coveted honor of final president of 
the Jefferson Literary Society. The next 
June (1890) he graduated in the law de- 
partment with the degree of B. L., and 
began practicing his profession in Rich- 
mond in the Fall of that year. He 
formed a partnership after a short time 
with Mr. E. B. Thomason, and continued 
the practice of the law until May, 1893, 
when his father’s illness called him to 
the university to assist his brother in the 
work of conducting the law class. 

*In July, 1893, he was appointed by the 
Board of Visitors of the University as 
assistant to his father, which position he 
occupied until his father’s death, in July 
last, when the board appointed him ad- 
junct professor of common and statute 
law. 

Mr. Minor possesses to an eminent de- 
gree the qualities which made his father 
so conspicuous as a writer and teacher. 
He has an unusually quick and accurate 
mind, and is possessed of the capacity 
for taking infinite pains, which has been 
so well defined as genius. His gentle 
courtesy, high sense of honor, and dig- 
nity of bearing impress all who come 
in contact with him. His mind is emi- 
nently analytical, and with his wide gen- 
eral culture, accurate knowledge of the 
law, and the three years’ training he has 
received in the art of teaching directly 
under the supervision and direction of his 
distinguished father, he will bring to the 
Law School of the State University a 
preparation for his duties that promises 
to the school another such teacher as 
John B. Minor. 


BUSINESS NOTES. 





We take pleasure in calling attention 
to the card of Hulbert E. Peck, expert 
in patent causes, Washington, D. C., so-. 
licitor of American and foreign patents. 


What the world would do without Es- 
terbrook’s pens it would be difficult to 
imagine. Esterbrook has at least out- 
done himself in his latest, best, most 
perfect pen, the Flyer No. 531. It is one 
of the turned up point series and writes 
like a quill, glides along the paper like 
a ghost, noiselessly and swiftly. It is 
made for rapid writing and to please all 
lovers of an easy writing pen. See their 
adv. 











LAW SCHOOL. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Facuity, Mem- 
bership and Course of Instruction. Personal News 
con erning the Profe-sors and Lecturers, the Stand- 
ing and Action of Law Students, their Class or 
School Organ zations and all matters of interest to 
Legal Euucatrs snd Students. Offices of Law Schools 
and of Law School Urganizations are requested to 
send us such matters as are of general interest. 





COLUMBIAN UNIVERSITY LAW 
SCH >0L, Wasaington, D. ©, 


The thirty-first annual session cf the Co- 
lumbian University Law School opened 


on Thursday, Oct. 3, at 6 p. m. An in- 
troductory lecture was delivered by the 
new president, Rev. B. L. Whitman, 
D.D., late president of Colby University, 
Maine. Addresses and announcements 
for the ensuing session were also made by 
Mr, Justice Harlan of the United States 
Supreme Court (professor of the consti- 
tutional jurisprudence of the United 
States, of the law of domestic relations, 
of personal property and of torts), and 
by Mr. Justice Cox, of the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia (professor of 
the law of real estate, of contracts and 
of commercial paper). Mr. Justice Cox 
was recently elected Dean of the Law 
School Faculty by the Board of Trustees 
of the University. He is the oldest mem- 
ber of the faculty in point of service and 
well deserves the honor placed upon him. 
Noted additions have been made to the 
faculty, the course of study has been re- 
east, and more work will be expected 
from the students than formerly. 


A notable feature in this school is the 
recent establishment of a special course 
in patent law and patent law practice. 
This course is expected to fill a long-felt 
want in the practice of patent law. The 
services of the Hon. Benjamin Butter- 
worth, a patent lawyer of national prom- 
inence and formerly Commissioner of 
Patents, have been secured for a series 
of lectures on the patent statutes and the 
general principles of patent law as,ad- 
ministered in the Federal Courts and in 
the United States Patent Office. and of 
Melville Church, Esq., a member of the 
Washington Bar, and a specialist in pat- 
ent law, for giving practical instruction 
in respect to the great unwritten law of 
practice in patent causes. This course 
will cover a pediod of eight months, at 
the conclusion of which the degree of 
Bachelor of Patent Laws will be con- 
ferred upon those who are able to pass a 
satisfactory examination. Only grad- 
uates in law of members of the Bar, 
however, will be eligible to this degree. 


The session opened with a very promis- 
ing outlook. The enrollment already ex- 
ceeds that of any former year, and bids 
fair to be the largest in the history of the 
school. The present enrollment numbers 
considerable over three hundred students. 

The debating society of the Columbian 
University Law School held its first regu- 
lar meeting for the school year on the 
evening of Oct. 12, at which time oc- 
curred the election of officers. Mr. Guy 
Underwood of Ohio, secured the presiden- 
cy; Mr. Jesse P. Crawford of Kentucky 
was chosen vice-president; Mr. Thomas 
N. Greer of Tennessee, after a lively con- 
test, was elected secretary; Mr. James L. 
Cousar of Arkansas was made treasurer, 
and Mr. F. H. Moore of Kansas chair- 
man of the executive committee. 


CINCINNATI LAW SCHOOL. 
The matriculation at the Cincinnati 
Law School this year has been quite mea- 


ger in comparison with former years, ow- 
ing to the three-year law going into effect 
this Fall. The Faculty remains intact: 
Gov. Cox, dean; Judge Peck, Judge Sage, 
Prof. Richards and Prof. Morrill, Alfred 
Nippert, Registrar and Secretary; Will- 
iam E. Pardee, Assistant Librarian. 
From now only a study of three years 
will allow a candidate to be successfully 
admitted to the Ohio bar by the Supreme 

















Court, as against two years as has been 
the custom until the Legislature passed 
the three years’ law. 

All of the students have as yet not ma- 
triculated, but those who have are as fol- 
lows: Frank Preston Garrison, West- 
wood; John W. Jacoby, Marion; Hugh H. 
Newell, Bellefontaine; Dave Hirsch, Wa- 
pakoneta; Richard T. Southgate, New. 
port, Ky.; Isaac M. Jordan, Mt. Auburn; 
Addison P. Minshall, Chillicothe; Harry 
G. Howard, Chillicothe; Wallace L. Mon- 
nett, Bucyrus; Joseph L. Meyer, Cincin- 
nati; Robert W. Thrift, Jr., Lima; Fred 
E. Niederhelman, Cincinnati; Charles F. 
yauspohl, Covington, Ky.; Robert W. 
Humphreys, Walnut Hills; William O. 
Wise, Akron: Thomas D. Corry, Coving- 
ton; Anthony Bonneham, Cincinnati; Ar- 
thur E. Georgi, Cincinnati; Joseph Gor- 
don Russell, Urbana; Wilmot T. Hissem, 
California, Ky.; Fred W. McCoy, Carroll- 
ton; Albert S. Berry, Jr.. Newport, Ky.; 
Charles F. Williams, Cincinnati; James 
S. Richards, Cincinnati; Charles W. Rat- 
terman, Cincinnati; Henry J. Boehmer, 
Fort Jennings; Isaac C. Miller, Cincin- 
nati; William Aufderhelde, Jr., Winton 
Place; James A. Cahill, Chillicothe; Daniel 
W. Bindsey, Frankfort, Ky.; Winfield S. 
Kennedy, Covington, Ky.; Alvin P. Nip- 
gen, Chillicothe; William S. Cone, Cincin- 
nati; Harry R. Weber, Cincinnati; Gabriel 
Dirr, Cincinnati; Leo E. Kuhlman, Cin- 
cinnati; John Harvey Walk, Eaton; Clar- 
ence R. Hartkoff, Hamilton; Nathan G. 
Cover, Batavia; Charles M. Brower, Fern 
Bank; Edward F. Peters, Cincinnati; 
Milton C. Price, Erlanger, Ky.: Eugene 
J. Adler, Cincinnati; William C. Meyer, 
Norwood; Henry L. Ferneding, Dayton; 
Henry A. Strauss, Cincinnati: Walter S. 
Kyle, Kyle; Frederick Jabez Waters, Cin- 
cinnati; Charles Harmon Urban, Walnut 
Hills; Paul Hacker Stiles, Springfield; 
Edward William Frey, Cincinnati; Logan 
Levant Carlo, St. Paris; August H. Hold- 
erness, Vanceburg, Ky.; Elmer E. Mur- 
phy, Winton Place; Arthur R. Morgan, 
Walnut Hills; Everet W. Hobart, Cincin- 
nati; Paschal L. Richards, Cincinnati; 
Forest Kitchen, €pringfield; Thomas G. 
Melish, Clifton; Omega Rogers, Grant, 
Ky.; Charles Henry Curl, De Graff; Will- 
iam R. Bricker, Shelby; James P. Man- 
aghan, Cincinnati; William R. Medaris, 
Cincinnati; Bernard Stalle Kittredge, 
Avondale; William R. McDonald, Wells- 
ville; Robert Brumblay, Moore’s Hill, 
Ind.; David M. Levy, Cincinnati: Frank 
M. Bowman, College Hill; Robert Gran- 
ger, Cleveland; Griffith Littell. South 
Norwood; Earl R. Passell, North Fair- 
mount; John Guy Atkinson, Columbus; 
Henry Carnell Truesdall, North Monroe- 
ville; Arthur C. Straehley, Cincinnati; 
Myron Hardin Stevens, Lawrenceburg, 
Ind.; Walter Francis Murray, Price Hill: 
Edward Ralph Miller, William M. Tim- 
berman, Frank McGee, Fred Waters. 
Randolph Matthews, Park Johnson, 
Charles Brower, Harry Mackay, Mr. 
Tenaze, of Beula, Egypt. 


ATLANTA LAW SCHOOL. 


The fifth annual session of the Atlanta 
Law School opened the first of the month. 
The school occupies its former commo- 
dious quarters in the Grand,andis better 
prepared than ever to furnish pleasant 
accommodations to its students. The old 
Faculty has been re-elected, and consists 
of the following well-known lawyers: An- 
drew J. Cob», lecturer on equity, wills and 
constitutional law; Charles A. Read, lec- 
turer on common and statute law; Hoop- 
er Alexander, lecturer on contract rela- 
tions; A. H. Davis, lecturer on pleading, 
criminal law and agency, and Alex P. 
Hull, lecturer on evidence, corporations 
and torts. In addition to this complete 
corps of legal instructors, Judge Logan E. 
Bleckley has given his consent to deliver 
lectures to the class at stated times dur- 
ing the season on the subjects of practice, 
legal ethics and humorous phases of the 
law. The Legislature of Georgia passed 
a law several years ago by which a di- 
ploma of graduation from the Atlanta 
Law School entitles the graduate to ad- 
mission to the bar without examination. 
This is a fitting compliment to a worthy 
institution. 
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Remedy for relieving Mental 
and Nervous Exhaustion; and 
where the system has become 
debilitated by disease, it acts 
as a general tonic and vitalizer, 
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brain and body. 


Dr. E. Cornell Esten, Philadel. 
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BOOK REVIEW. 

A Treatise on the Law Relating to Ele- 
tricity. By Simon G. Croswell. Little, 
Brown & Co., Boston, Mass. 

The rapid application of electricity to 
various commercial uses has produced a 
corresponding growth of statute law and 
adjudicated cases. The aim and object 
of this book is to set forth the body of 
the law in its present development,’ 

Other treaties of a similar character 
have already been published by Keasbey. 
one of the editors of the “‘New Jersey Law 
Journal,” and Judge Seymour D. Thomp- 
son, one of the editors of the “American 
Law Review.” The present work is more 
pretentious than either of its predeces 
sors. It is a volume of over 850 pages, 
divided into thirty-three chapters, ané 
comprising 860 sections, The author 
gives a classification and summary not 
only of the adjudicated cases but of the 
statutes of the various States as well. 
The style in which the work is written 
is as concise as is consistent with clear- 
ness. The author cites and quotes from 
998 different statutes, and cites 2,1" 
cases. From this it may well be pre 
sumed that the work is thoroughly 
done. A cursory examination shows it 
to be conscientiously done. The treatise 
will doubtless prove of great service 
the profession, by reason both of its 
timeliness and method of treatment. 


Membership and Religious Corporations 
of New York, containing the new mem 
bership and church corporation laws, 
as revised by the Statutory Revision 
Commission and enacted by the Legit 
lature of 1895, the former laws repealed 
thereby, and supplemental acts and 
Code provisions relating to such cor 
porations, thoroughly annotated, with 


citations from the decisions of the 
courts, explanatory notes and cross ref- 
erences indicating the sources of the 
new law and the disposition of the 
old. Together with forms. By Robert 
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C. Cummings and Frank B. Gilbert, at- 
torneys at law and assistants to the 
Commissioners of Statutory Revision. 
Banks & Brothers, New York and Al- 
bany. 

This work, compiled by the assistance 
of the Commission of Statutory Re- 
vision, is one of the most important local 
works issued this year. It contains the 
Statutory Construction act (Laws 1892, 
C. 677); the general corporation . law 
(Laws 1892, C. 687), the law relating to 
taxation of religious corporations; the 
new membership and church corporation 
laws as revised by the commission and 
enacted by the last Legislature, giving 
the full text of the former statutes that 
have been repealed and the supplemental 
acts and code provisions relating to the 
subject, together with valuable explana- 
tory notes and an appendix containing 
the law repealed thereby. It is thorough- 
ly annotated with full citations from the 
decisions of the courts, explanatory notes 
and cross-references indicating the 
sources of the new law and the disposi- 
tion of the old. The volume is supplied 
with a number of valuable forms and a 
complete index, and on the whole is a fine 
specimen of the excellent manner in 
which this well-known house gets out 
law books. 

The Religion of the Republic, and Laws 
of Religious Corporations. A treatise 
on the American Social Structure, Civil 
and Religious. Being a concise state- 
ment of the relations of the States of 
the Union to the Federal Government, 
constituting the United States of Amer- 
ica, and of the relations of the Chris- 
tian religion to each’ and all; together 
with the laws of the several States 
concerning religious societies, corpora- 
tions, title-deeds, wills, etc., amd forms 
in harmony with the laws. By Alpha 
J. Kynett, D. D., LL. D., correspond- 
ing secretary of the Board of Church 
Extension of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church. Assisted by eminent legal 
counsel. Cincinnati: Cranston & Curts. 
New York: Hunt & Eaton. 

This work is more ambitious in its 
scope and execution than the preceding. 
It is divided into two parts. Part I. 
deals with “religion and the national 
life,” going back to the palmy days of 
Rome, and following the doctrine and in- 
fluence of the religious idea up to the 
present time. A great deal of curious, 
interesting, and, peradventure, valuable 
information is found in this part. 

Part Il of the work treats of the “laws 
relating to religious societies.’’ In this 
part the editor takes up the States and 
Territories of the Union in their order, 
and a comprehensive resume in detail of 
each law of the various States. Although 
the author was assisted by “eminent 
legal counsel,” no- effort is made to col- 
late or analyze the various adjudications 
upon the topics treated. For this reason 


, the volume will be more valuable to the 


lay than to the professional reader. 


RECENT DEATHS. 


Birmingham, Ala.—Hon. A. Mason, a 
prominent lawyer and party leader, is dead. 

Los Angeles, Cal.—Lieutenant Governor 
Millard died the 26th of last month. He was 
born at Iona, Mich., in 1857. His father was 

a farmer. His mother died while he was 
quite young. He was educated at the 

lic schools and at Hillsdale College, = 
which he was graduated in A e prac- 
tised law in Iona until 1887, when he moved 
to Los Angeles, where he opened a law of- 
fice. He was a stanch Republican from 
boyhood. He was chosen Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor at the last election. 

San Francisco, Cal.—Ex-Judge W. C. 
ee a former resident of Stockbridge, 

Weng and a puetnaes lawyer, died recently 
in San Francisc 
long standing, caused by injuries received 
in a runaway accident several years ago. 











Washington C.—Ex-Senator Charles 
H. Van yck, - Nebraska, died Oct. 24, 
the result of his recent stroke of paralysis. 
Charles H. Van Wyck was born in Pough- 
keepsie, N. Y., in 1824. He graduated from 
Rutgers College, N. J., after which he 
studied law, and was soon admitted to the 
bar. From 1850 to 1856 he was District At- 
torney of Sullivan County, New York. His 
popularity increased so rapidly that in 
1858 he was nominated for Congress by the 
Republicans of that district, and was 
elected in spite of former Democratic ma- 
jorities. In 1874 he removed to Nebraska, 
and was elected delegate to the constitu- 
tional convention of 1876. He was also a 
member of the State Senate for three terms, 
and in 1881 was elected to the United States 
Senate as a Republican, to succeed Alger- 
non 8S. Paddock. 

Chicago, Ill.—Walter 8S. Ellis, a practicing 
attorney, died recently after an illness of 
several weeks. 

Edwardville, Ill.—Judge Cyrus L. Cook, 
Republican nominee for Congress, expired 
suddenly at the Great Northern Hotel, Chi- 
cago, recently. 

Evansville, Ind.—Hon. Cicero Buchanan, 
the most prominent member of the Evans- 
ville bar, died recently after several months’ 
illness of Bright’s disease. He was aged 
47 years. 

Mt. Pleasant, lowa.—Hon. Richard Am- 
bler, of the well-known law firm of 
R. Ambler & Son, while out hunting 
recently in company with County Clerk 
Tribby, was shot and instantly killed by 
the accidental discharge of his gun. The 
load todk effect over the left eye and car- 
rying away the top of his head. It appears 
that he was getting into his buggy when 
the gun slipped from his hand and was dis- 
charged. 

Leavenworth, Kan.—Judge Crozier has 
gone up higher. 

Paducah, Ky.—J. Rhey Boyd, the lawyer, 
politician and preacher, was found dead 
in bed at his home, from heart disease. 

Pineville, Ky.—Zach H. Crutcher, a well- 
known young lawyer, is dead. 

Bedford, Mass.—Edwin Emery, of the 
prominent law firm of Lawrence, Grinnell 
& Co., is dead. 

Canaan, Mass.—Ex-Congressman Miles 
T. Granger died at his home in North Ca- 
naan the 22d of Jast month. Judge Granger 
was born in North Mariborough, Mass., in 
1817. He was educated at Wesleyan Univer- 
sity, Middletown, and took up the law as a 
profession. He early became identified with 
the Democratic Party of Connecticut. In 
1857 he was chosen to represent North Ca- 
naan in the lower branch of the General 
Assembly. Nine years later he became 
Senator from the old Fifteenth Senatorial 
District and was in the State Senate during 
1866 and 1867. In 1867 he was appointed to 
the Supreme Court and occupied a seat on 
that bench until his age, 70, compelled him 
to retire. He re-entered public life in 1887, 
having been elected to represent the Fourth 
Congressional District in Congress. 

L’Anse, Mich.—Edwin L. Mason, Probate 
Judge of Baraga County, died at his 
home at L’Anse_ recently, aged 75 
years. Judge Mason was one of the pio- 
neers of the Lake Superior District, having 
gone there forty-five years ago. In the 
earlier days of the copper discoveries he 
was the agent of the Franklin mines and 
was engaged in the banking business at 
L’ Anse. he panic of 1873 put him out of 
the banking business for the time, but he 
paid all his liabilities and had a modest 
fortune left. 


Excelsior Springs, Mo.—Judge D. W. 
Kimber, one of the leading lawyers, citi- 
zens and politicians, is dead. 


Mt. Vernon, Mo. — Ex-Representative 
John Teel, a prominent lawyer and Demo- 
cratic politician, died at the Nevada Asy- 
lum recently. 

St. Louis, Mo.—After an illness of eight 
weeks, Judge George J. Davis died lasv 
month at his home, 146 Sulphur Avenue, 
in the house he built twenty-nine years ago, 
and which he had occupied continuously 
up to the time of his death. Judge Davis 
was well and favorably known to the citi- 
zens of St. Louis. He was born in Cata- 
raugus County, New York, Aug. 17, 1821. 
His early education was obtained in local 
schools, and he then went to Dartmouth 
a where he graduated with high hon- 

e returned to New York and studied 
law under Scott Lord and William H. Kel- 
sey, advocates whose names are familiar 
to all New Yorkers. Upon completing his 
education, he entered upon the practice of 
his profession, and at a very early age was 
elected first Prosecuting Attorney and af- 
terward yy of Livingston County. 
He came to St. uis in 1865 and at once at- 
tained a ne position as a corporation at- 
torney, which position he held up to the 
time of his death. 





Standard Text Books 


FOR SALE AT AUCTION PRICES BY 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., 


Rochester, N. Y. 


If sent by mail or express prepaid, add 25 cents per Volume 
to the oe prices : 
Story on Agency, ; ya. 
* o i Vor ith Ed, » WSL. 


” “  3Vva, a. Ed. 
“ Bailments, 1 Vol., 
“oe -« 1 Vol 


1V 1878 
story on Bills of Exchange, : Vol. 1848 
a = Ed., 1°47 
1Vo 3d Ed., 1853 
1Vol. 4th Ed., 1860 
Story on Contracts, 1 ve . 1844 


“ “ 


“a “ “ “ “ 


“ “ “ * “ 


“ “ 


ols.. Ed... 
Story on the Constitution, Vous. land 3, + 
oft... dent = 
Story on the Conflict of Laws, 1 tos 


“ . “ “ “ 
o “ . . 
“ “ . “” “ 
“os o “ 


Story on Equity Pleadings, 1 Vol, 1838 
: Vol., 2d Ed., 1840... 


Story on mn Promissory Notes, 1 {rhe 2d ta. 1- ‘4 
oe 1 Vol., 5th Ed, 159 


1 Vol., 6th Ed., 1863. 
Story 0 on n Sales ot Personal Property 5 Vol. 


of 7“ . . oe : ve. 3d Ed. — 
“ Ke = m Vol. 4th Ed., q 
story's c ivil — 1 Vol, 
Story’ 8 Equi yd urisprudence, 2 Vv Voie , 1836 
2 Vols., 3d Ed, 1813 . 


“ “ “ 


. “ 
“ . 


“ . “ 


. Vols., loth Kd., 1830 
ee lith Ed., 1873 
story on iets eis 1 1 vor? | 184l, 


> + ++ + + 


2d Kd., “1846. 


. 


“ “ 


ol, 
vomens on Notes and Bille 3 Vols. 1668 
Parsons on Maritime Law, 2 Vols , 
Parsons Laws of Business, 1 1 vols ie 


1 ey 
on Shoes and Admiralt 
Mercantile Law, 1 Vol., 1 
on Marine Insurance, 2 Vols., 1363 
Commentaries on ~- y Law, 1Vol, 
on Contracts, : Vols., 


“ “ “ 
. “ “ 


“ 


“ o “ 


3V 
Parsons 0 on 1 Partnership, 1¥ voi, 


Ben, in’s Principles of the ie of Contract 

Bay Code Pi and F. 

Bishop on Contracts “ 

Bishop on Non-Contracts 

Barbour’s hts of Persons and Property, with the 
Remedies for the euforcement of those righis, 


1890, 2 Vois 
f the Law o* Evidence, 








+. > + 44> > 44-24 pr oo oo Oo 
— 


Chase’s Stephens D 
American 885, by Gevu. Chase, LL. B., 
Professor of Criminal Law, Torts and 

in the Law School on Columbia Me 
Chitty’s Blackstone's Commentaries, 2 V 
Donovan’s Tact in Court, 4th revised sattion. 889 .. 
Donovan’s Skill in Trials. 


sheep 
Kent's Commentaries, 4 Vois., last Ed 
Pollock on the Law of Partnersht 


Above are only a few of our many bargains. 
Send for our complete catalogue. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., ROCHESTER, N. Y. 








Princeton, N. J.—William R. Johnson, for 
the last seventeen years chief assistant in 
the office of Attorney General Stockton, 
died of consumption at his home. Mr. 
Johnson graduated from Princeton Col- 
lege and afterward studied law in the of- 
fice of the Attorney General, being admit- 
ted to the bar in 1 He was 50 years of 
age. 

Amsterdam, N. Y.—W. Davidson Jones, 
a well-known lawyer and patent solicitor, 
died recently, aged 63 years. 

Buffalo, N. Y¥.—Stewart C. Newton, a 
member of the law firm of Hartzell, New- 
ton & Hartzell, is dead. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—Judge George S. Wardell 
is dead. He was a man of much —— 
and individuality; was a fair, impartia 
Judge and a careful. well-read, chenbushiy 
responsible and trustworthy lawyer. He 
made many friends while on the bench. 
Honorable, agreeable and able, he had a 
large professional clientage. Few men in 
the city were more widely or favorably 
known. 

Lyons, N. Y.—Charles H. Ray, one of the 
leading lawyers, is dead. 

New York, N. Y.—Benjamin F. Denne. 
formerly of the law firm of Dunning 
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cial Law and Col.ections. 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co., 


ESTABLISHED 1842. 


INCORPORATED 1891. 


ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U.S. AND CANADA. 


Commercial Law and Collections. 


Publishers of the Associate Directory of Attorneys and Banks.—A standard work with Collection Agencies, Jobbers, Manufacturers, 
Banks «nd Attorneys everywhere Contains # live jist of 9,000 attorneys—one im each city or town—paying special attention to Comme. 


Special Mercantile Reports, 


Attorneys desiring representaticn, send in apphcation with references. 








Fowler, died on Thursday at No. 37 West 
Thirty -eighth Street. He was born in 
Orange County 1819, and came to New York 
in 1853. At one time he was Assistant 
United States District Attorney. 


New York, N. Y.—Samuel Leeser, a young 
lawyer in the office of David Leventritt, 
No. 280 Broadway, died at the residence of 
his parents, No. 302 Bleecker Street. 


Oswego, N. Y.—Alfred B. Getty, a prom- 
inent lawyer, is dead. 

Port Jervis, N. Y.—Henry Newby was re- 
cently shot by Julius Hausmann at Tafton, 
Pa., and died soon after. 

Troy, N. Y.—Henry Lord Landon, a prom- 
inent member of the bar, formerly of the 
firm of Gruber & Landon, New York, was 
found dead on the floor of his office recently. 
When discovered, Mr. Landon had a cut 
over his left eye, but it is believed this was 
the result of a fall. 

Sag Harbor, L. I.—Thomas F. Bisgood 
died recently of Bright’s disease. He was a 
leading member of the Suffolk County bar, 
having practised in Sag Harbor for twenty- 
five years. He was sixty-six years old and 
was born in London, England. 


Lancaster, O.—Hon. John B. 
dead, aged sixty-one years. 
Lebanon, O.—Judge Waller S. Dilatush 
died recently from the effects of a salute 
fired in honor of the departure of the 
»Knights Templars from Boston. As the 
Knights sailed down the harbor the salute 
was fired. The concussion felled the Judge 
to the deck, and he died from an abscess of 
the brain, brought on by the shock, after 
an illness of several weeks. 


Newark, O.—Hon. William Baker, the 
Populist candidate for Attorney General, 
died last month. 

Mansfield, Pa.—Douglas H. Griffin, a prom- 
ising young lawyer, was accidentally killed 
while he was handling a revolver. 

Hagerstown, Pa.—Ex-Associate Judge 
Joseph Cooper died last month after an ill- 
ness of several weeks. 


Norristown, Pa.—Hon. Charles Hunsicker, 
a prominent lawyer and politician, and a 
member of the Constitutional Convention, 
is dead, aged sixty years. 

Philadelphia, Pa.—William M. Stewart, 
Sr., Solicitor of the West Penn Division of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad, died recently 
while visiting relatives in Greensburg, in 
his seventy-second year. 

Newport, R. I.—Hon. John L. Edwards, 

a prominent lawyer, died last week at his 
birthplace, in Walden, Vt., aged seventy- 
five. He was State Attorney in 1850, and 
was a member of the Constitutional Con- 
vention in 1850 and 1857 and of the Council 
of Censors in 1862. 


McNeill is 


Nashville, Tenn.—William House died 
recently. 
Nashville Tenn.—Raymond B. Stone 


died at his home in West Nashville recently. 
Mr. Slone suffered a stroke of paralysis 
about three months ago. He partially re- 
covered, however, but was seized with an- 
oy ‘ee a few days ago, from which 
he died. 


Trenton, Tenn.—Major L. M. Jones, for 
years a leading member of the bar and the 
ablest and best-known lawyer in West Ten- 
nessee, died at the residence of his son-in- 
law recently. 


Major Felix W. Earnest, a prominent 
East Tennessee lawyer, died from the effect 
of pneumonia after a brief illness. 

San Antonio, Tex.—Hon. Larkin F. Price, 
United States Commissioner and a veteran 
of the Mexican war, and one of the most 
distinguished members of the Texas bar, 
is dead, aged 74 years. 

New Cumberland, W. Va.—W. J. Huff, a 
prominent lawyer and prosecuting attorney 
of Hancock County, died aged thirty-eight 
years. 

St. Thomas, Ont.—Norman P. Macdonald, 
of the firm of Robinson & Macdonald, bar- 
risters, was found dead in bed recently. 
His death is attributed to heart failure, 
caused by overwork. Deceased, who was 
but 34 years of ay had gained a wide repu- 
tation through 4 ever defence of sev- 
eral noted crimina 


LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE, 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks, bankers, or other equally reliable 
jes, as lawyers of integrity and tested ability. 

e believe that every one of them is werthy of the 
at tenn we which we give by the placing of their 
names herein. If, however. there is known to our 
subscribers, at any time, anything which reflects dis- 
creditably upon any one thus endorsed, we will ap- 
preciate full information of the facts, and if our 
thorough investigation shows that the complaints are 
well founded, the list will be pu — accordingly. 
All such complaints will be treated az conjidential. 


When ble, send business to attorneys and firms 
repo! in capital letters and always mention THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in paren- 


thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 


@ Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms, 





ALABAMA. 


Athens* —y ~ bessoncscsceeeseses W. T. Sanders 
a yy" (Jeff 

BUSH & B ROWN. R —- & 3, Steiner Bros. Bank 
_s in (See card.) 

WM. K. BRO NN, 11449 2ist street. Collections and 
commercia ~ - Refers to Berney Na- 

irmingham. 

COMMERCIAL “AW ASSOCIATION. 2 and 3 Steiner 
Bank Building. Bush & Brown, Counsel. 
Commercial, corporation, insurance law and 
collections. References: Any bank, or promi- 
nent wholesale house in the city. 


Dadeville* (Tallapoosa) ................-. H. J. Gillam 

Decatur (Mo estaissatiai es juiahciiinsteskiadiiiceatali E. W. GOOBEY 

Fayette* (Fayette)........-......-. ROBT. L. —_— 
Refers to a of Alabama Nativnal Ban 


Florence‘ (Lauderdale 
Greensboro* (Hale)... .. ° Thos. Seay 
Huntesville* (Macisen) . Lawrence Cooper 

Refers toFirstNat.B'k and W.R. Rison&Co., b’kers. 
Livin, © Ce cccccescceceuss Reuben Chapman 


Mobile* ( Mobile) 
CLARK & CLARK, 17 North Royal st. Refer to 
First National Bank. 
FIELDING VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francis st. Attorney 
for the Bradstreet Co. 
Montgomery* (Montgomery) .-.....-.- G. F. MERTINS 


Refers to Farley National Bank and Griel Bros. & 
Co. Attorney for Attorneys’ National Clearing 


-John T. , 








House, Commercial Law Association, &c. 
Ra aa John C. Reid 
Tascaloosa* (Tuscaloosa)... ... Foster, Jones & Rather 
Tascumbia* (Colbert). ........c..c0e0-- Kirk & Almon 
Tuskegeo* (Macon) .............-0-- Charles W. Hare 
Uniontown* (Perry)........-....-- A. C. Davidson, Jr. 

ARIZONA. 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)..................--.J. H. Kibbey 
Prescott* (Yavapai) .. ee Robert E. Morrison 
T SENN ccncconcsoecsnns Wm. C. Staehie 
Tempe (Maricops).........-...--.-.. w.J. fe 
MEE GR cs veccavccenescnnccecns Barnes & Martin 
ARKANSAS. 


Arkansas City* (Desha)..............-.. Henry Thane 
Bentonville* (Benton)... ts i 





Brinkley (Monroe). ... "almer & Greenlee 

Clarksville* (Johnson)...................d. E. Cravens 

=, eee R. A. MOORE 
Refers to German Bank of Little Rock, Ark. 

Eldorado* (Union)....... RR eS Jesse B. Moore 

Fayetteville (Washington)............... L. W. Gregg 
Refers to the Bank of Fayette ville. 

Fort Smith* (Sebastian)................ R. E. JACKSON 
Refers to em Bank. 

Hot Springs* (Garland) 


GEOR 4 . eh Refers to Arkansas National 


Ban 8. 
SUMPTER & 4 SUMPTER Refer to Arkansas Na- 
tional Bank of this piace. 


Little Reok* (Pulaski).........cccccccoccee E. E. pees 
112 Allis Building. Refers to Citizens’ Bank and 
Bank of Little Rock. 

Magnolia* (Columbia)............... J efferson Wallace 

SE SE atakédennoccennesdaieenn . B. Moore 

Paragould* (Greene) .........-...------ Hugh Sullivan 

Perryville* (Perry)... .......+0-+--e000+- Jas. A. Vance 

Pine Bluff (Jefferson) ..........------ Albert E. Ewing 
Refers to the Attorneys’ National Clearing House. 

Russellville (Pope).........-.+--+-------- Davis & Son 

Texarkana ( Dawe Recsevenad See Texarkana, Tex. 

Walnut Ridge (Lawrence).............. W. E. Reloate 


Refers to Lawrence County Bank of Walnut Ridge. 








CALIFORNIA. 


Alameda (Alameda) ...................- ay E. Colwell 

eee k F. Carnduff 

Refers to Sacramento Valley Banke "at Biggs. 
F.¥ 





Celton (San Bernardino)................... F. Oster 
Colusa (Colosa)......... aang Wey and 
Eureka‘ — ..W. L. Dutt 
NN CIID on cnneccucsvusseusmseaah “AM. Drew 
Healdsburg (Sona) pininineatendilie Moreland & Norton 


—_, " eles* (Los A 


ARION BROOK Se 2. 8. District-Attorney, 
Refers to California Bank. 


W. H. HOLMES & CO., 202 North Main st. Refer 
to First National Bank of Los Angeles. 
— S$. LONGLEY, Law Bldg. Refers to First 


Nat'l Bank of Los ‘Angeles au ‘others. (See card) 
S. P. MULFORD, 223 North Spring st. Commercial 
and probate law practice, specialties; sixteen 
rons rience. 
WELLS & LE » Rooms |1-17 Baker block. Attorneys 
for National Bank of California. Refer to First 
National Bank, National — of California and 
Los Angeles National Bank 


Moedeste* (Btanlalame). .s.ccccccccccccccons 

Oakland* (Alameda)................. eoWw: a HotMAn 
Refers to First National Bank and California Loan 
& Trust Co. (See card.) 

Pasadena (Los Angeles).............. Jas. McLachlan 

Petaluma (Sonema)................... Haskell & Meyer 

Pomona (Los Angeles)............. ..+.- J. A. Gallup 

Riverside* (Riverside) .................. G. A. Skinner 

Sacramento* (Sacramento)............ Robt. T. Devlin 

San Berrardino* (San Bernardino)........ : W. Gregg 

San Diego* (San Diego)............... H. K. Heffleman 


SAN FRANCISCO (San Francisco) 

EMMONS & EMMONS. Attorneys for the Emmons 
Associated Law Offices of San Francisco, Port- 
land, Seattle and Tacoma. 

FOX AGRAY, Pacitic Mutual Bldg, 508 Montgomery 
st. Collection om Gopestment enter 8 man- 


COL ie.) 

KNO COLLECTION TON AGENCY. 119 110 Sutter st. Law 
and wercantile collections. Reference and de- 
pository:—American Bank & Trust Co. (See 

° card, bottom margin.) 


San Jose* (Santa Clara)..............} cholas Bowden 
San Luis Obispo*(San LuisObispo). Witesn n & Bouldin 
Santa Ana* (Orange).................-- Ray Bullingsle 
Santa Barbara* (Santa Barbara) ..... i 7 B ial 
Santa Crus* (Santa Cruz).............. E. L. i Hone 
Santa Rosa* (Sonoma)...................... 0. H. 
Stockton‘ (San Joaquin)........... Joshua B. Webster 
Cnn os cccsestateunses Gusade Davis & Allen 
aT F. E. Baker 
COLORADO. 
Ae ee H. C. Rogers 
Colorado § *e, Melnt (El Paso 
JAS. E = NTYRE. Refers to First National Bank 


El Paso apeied Bank. (See card.) 
Denver* (i (A rapa) 

BETTS & RINKLE, 805-807 Cooper Bldg. Refer to 
is 4 National Bank. (See card front page.) 
KEARNEY & ERDMAN 600 62s Ernest-Cranmer Block. 

Refers to American National Bank, Denver, 
and Los Angrles (Cal.) National Bank. 
GEORGE S. REDD, 402 Equitable Bidg. Refers to 
First National Bank of mver. 
HENRY TROWBRIDGE, Jacobson Bldg. Collections, 
depositions, real estate and m wing litigation 
throughout the State. Nine years’ experience 


in Denver. Refers to Denver National Bank. 
(See Son a 7) 
er D. , 307 Hr People’s Bank Bidg. fang 


tices Z {oy and Federal courts. Prompt 


tonal attention te collections. Refers to 

ver National Bank. 
Gaeskay® (WEE). ccccccccccccccecccsceccs A. C. Patton 
Gunnison (Gunnison)....................-- D. T. Sap 
DE Ws cncosacccaaseaksncdeds Wm. H. N 
Montrose* (Montrose). ............000.00- D. Catlin 
— ae . cececoccescs coccescoacesoe See Garrison 

a wy '- phbccdacosaponscdasneee & Stevens 

Past o* (Pueblo) RE ET A. W. LENNARD 


8 : Commercial law. Refers to Stock growers’ 
and Puc lo National Banks. Goes card oy ont pags.) .) 


Trinidad* (Las Animas) .......... 
CONNECTICUT. 

Bridgeport* (Fairfield) ....Steddard, Bishop & Shelton 

East Haddam (Middlesex)........ E. EMORY JOHNSON 
Collecticns and commercial law. 

Greenwich (Fairfield).................. ubbard 

Hartford* (Hartford) ...... GEO. G. a Geo. Avior SILL 
345 Main street. 

Meriden (New Haven)............... Fitzgerald, Jr. 

Middletown* (Middlesex). ... ARTHUR B B. CALEF, dR. 


Collections aod commercial law. Refers to Farm- 

ers & Mechanics’ Savings —_, 

Moodus (Middlesex) ............ Haddan 
GEO. ra TARMSTRONC 


New Haven* (New Haven).. 





SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


110 SUTTER STREET. 





KNOX COLLECTION AGENCY 


Law Department, H. C. HODGES, Attorney. 
Our facilities enable us to handle Collections on any point in United States or Canada. 


Defaulted Mortgages and Bonds, Claims against Es- 
ee Ee on) Seen ee Attachments, 
pose § jécne, Damage Suits other evi- 


seesimaiail m Countries. 
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New London (New London)......... Arthur B, Calkins 

Norwalk (Fairfield)...............0-..5 J. 

Berwick (eer, London)....... .-sses-4-Wmn. B Aiken 

Btonin, (New London).......... basenbinn H. A. Hull 
(New Haven)...........-<.-- L F. Burpee 

Willimantic (Windham)... w J. Bowen 





. Andre 
Refers to Windham National Bank ¢ Willimantic. 


Windsor Locks (Hartford)......... ona . Johnson 
DELAWARE, 
Dover* (Kent).................- it. H. V 
as! or wel (Sussex)........... ROBERT G. HOUS ON 
efers to the Farmers’ Bank. 
Middletown (New Castle)............... ausey 


W.F.C 
Wilmington* (New Castle)..... Willard Saulsbury, Jr. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON (Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 4% st. Mercantile collec- 
gone a specialty. Refers te Central National 


4 be A acusven, Jr., 472 Louisiana ave. Refers 
Farmers’ and Deposit Banks, Frankfort, Ky. 
CLARENCE A. BRANDENBERG, 412 Fifth St., N.W. 
Mercantile collections and corporation law 
—— Kefers to Second National Bank. 
ree H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
_ and oe ry a —- Refers to Na- 
ional Kauk of the Repu 
GARNETT, KENYON, BLAI ME THOM. Commercial 
and corporation law. Refer to Second Nat. Bank. 
MACKALL & MAEDEL, 416 Fifth St., N. W. Col- 
lection department, L. P. Loving, manager. 
Refer to Lincoln National Bank 
HUBERT E. PECK, 629 F. st., N. 
Patent Causes. (See card.) 
aimee & Siddons, 1333 F. st. Refer to West 
End National Kank and Union Savings Bank. 
WILLIAMSON & SMITH, Warder Building. Prac- 
ce before all courts. Refer to A hae 
Loan & Trast Co. and West End Nat'l Bank 


FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola (Franklin)..............-..- H. C. Hicks 
i Mrs. ccecSeced sonaessaiens H. K. OLLIPHANT 
attention to commercial and real estate law. 
fers to court officers and basiness houses here. 
Cedar Key e (Levy)......... Lutterioh, Ashby & Davis 
Gainesville’ > peecececccusoceseuse E. E. Voyle 
Jacksonville* (Daval) 

COMMERCIAL u ASSOCIATION, 12 and 13 Law 
change. Chas. 8. Adams and H. C. Good- 
ell, Counsel. yy corporation. insur- 
ance law and collections. References : Any 
bank, or prominent wholesale house in thecity. 
FLETCHER & WURTS. Attorneys for First National 

Bank of Florida. 


w. Expert ia 





Jasper* (Hamilton) ....................---+ 74 B. Small 

Key West* OED cenace cccécoseseoees M. Phipps 

Ocala a eee bwonedccococsoenccs veeeee 9 F. Marshall 

pm thy ‘sant bencecakeusssosetds R. D. Coulter 

( io™ ( ge). oa -.W.L. Peeler 
Palatka* (Putnam)... cccccccee --Heary Stranz 

© (MNGGMIMARD....c00ccccsccceces . FISHER 

21144 8. Palafox st pane to Giticae Mat" 1 Bank. 

&t. Augustine* (St. Jehn)............ . W. Dewhurst 

* (Leon) conescecscene “EW. Williams 

Tampa* (Hillsboro). phatipabasakuis Frank M. Simonton 

Titusville* (Brevard) ................ James T. Sanders 

GEORGIA. 

Albany* (Dougherty)..............--.---- W T. Jones 

Americus* (Sumter) ..............-.- Ansley & Ansley 

Te Lo) ea Sol. Flatau 


Refers to Exchange Bank, Athens; H. H. Carleton 
—4y- — & Co. 


ta* (Fulton 

JOHN S. CANOLER. Refers to Atlanta Nat’! Bank. 
CLARKE & LOWE, 14 Lowe Bldg. Collections re- 
ceive immediate attention. Refer to Atlanta Na- 
tional Bank and Atlanta Trust & Banking Co. 
COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 3% Whitehall 
at. Garrett & Neufville, Counsel. Commer- 
. corporation, insurance law and collections. 
References : an bank, or prominent wholesale 

n thec 
— & re peice’ 6% South Broad st. Commer- 
ration law es} ly. (See card.) 
I. an TOLLESO . Collection Agent, 21-22 Inman 
B atten ven the 
tefers to 


n B. Red 
WILLINGHAM & LANE. Refer to Atlanta National 
Bank and — Rucker Banking Uo. 
Augusta* ( Richmon: 
COMMERCIAL caw ae on ae, 
. Garlington, Counsel. ercial, cor- 
ion, insurance law and collections. Ref- 
erences : Pa bank, or prominent wholesale 
house in the city. 
SAM. F. GARLINGTON. Refers to Capt. Chas. E. 


+ Broad st. 


ffin, cashier Nationa) er Bank; C. E. 
Clark, stocks. bond Anderson, 
Gen. Mgr. P. R. & W.¢ Cc. ee. ih, all of Augusta. 
Attorney for Commercial Law Association, 
Wilber’s Mercantile Agency, eto. 
Bainbridge* (Decatur) ............. 
Branswick* (Glynn).............. JOHNSON a KRAUSS 
erences: Merchants & Traders’ B’k, wick, 
and all wholesale houses here. 
P (Haraisee) op <2 cc ccccccccce Ww.P 
Buena Vista* (Marion)..............-.- R. C WOOTEN 
fers to Buena Vista Loan & Savings Bank. 
Carrollton* (Carroll).................-- Cobb & Walker 
le* (Bartow) ........++--0-+- R. W. Murphey 
Refers to First National Bank. 


Columbus* (Muskogee)................J. H. WORRILL 
Refers to Third National Bank. 





Dalton* (Whitefield) ....... --McCutchen . Schumate 
RUE CRIN an tcbdodcnerasvecceqsses Parks 
Eastman" (Dodge) ........ ange depends tiie z A. Smith 
Fort Gaines* ( Bissme sdb sadekpdsadecs< B. F. Dillard 
GE Ca nicccdncenccetctascceses J. C. Boone 
Griffin* (8 SE tinaus ietessisodes E. W. Hammond 
Harmony rove Waahoos) iennemmanbent R.L. J. Smith 
GONE Cena ccdadeccenabacaccccnnes D. M. Clark 
Lumpkin* (Stewart).................- Watts & Hickey 
Macon* (Bibb) 

ANDERSON & ANDERSON, £8 Gecend st. Attorneys 

ion Co. 


COMMERCIAL LAW. ASSOCIATION, MasonicTemple. 
Arthur Dasher, Counsel. Commercial, cor- 
poration, insurance law and collections. Ref- 
erences: Any bank, or prominent wholesale 
house in the cit 


JOHN L. HARDEMAN, Refers to First a: 
Montezuma (Macen).............-.----- J. M. DuPree 
Newnan* (Coweta)................-- Alvan D Freeman 
gt” | Cc. C. Duncan 
BN CED oboes cnnvensabescededssés Henry Walker 


Savannah" (Chatham) 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, Bull andBay sts 
Griffin & Brown, General Counsel. Commer- 
cial, corporation, insurance law and collections. 
References: Any k, or prominent wholesale 
house in the city. 

GRIFFIN & BROWN, Cor. Bull and Bay sts. General 
Attorneys for ‘Commercial Law Association. 
Refer to Chatham Bank and National Bank of 


Thomasville* (1 homas) .-+---- MacIntyre & MaclIntyre 


Valdosta* (Lowndes) ............ Powhatan B. Whittle 

Li ft John ©. McDonald 

Waynesboro* (Burke)..... Lawson, Callaway & Scales 
IDAHO. 


Boise City* (Ada) 
“MERCURIUS” COMMERCIAL AGENCY. Wolter- 





beek & Co., Agents. Collections Mercantile 
litigation. Refer to Cape State Bank and 
Boise City National Bank 
Idaho Falls (Bingham)............... H. J. Hasbrouck 
Lewiston* (Nez — puseedekotcon< Rand & Haynes 
Moscow* (Latah).............-.--.--. James H. Forney 
ae J. H. Richaras 
Pocatello (Bingham) .............- E. P. Blickensderfer 
Weiser* (W MMB cc ccctccccccocsoses J.W. Ayers 
ILLINOIS. 
Abingdoa (Knox)............  --------- Dennis Clarke 
DE cnnstnnennscsnccccencecess 1. P. HODGE 
Refers to Alton auvenge Bank. 
Amboy (Lee)............ ... Wooster & Hawes 











Send to Mattoon 
H. O. Southworth 

.. J. W. Bennett 
R. R. Hewitt 


Arcola (Douglas). . 
Aurora (Kane) .. 
Austin (Cook)....... 
Beardstown (Cass)... 
Belleville* (St. Clair). . Barthel & Farmer 
Belvidere* (Boone)................- Fuller & De Wolf 
Bloomington* (McLean)............ CALVIN RAYBURN 
Commercial law and collections. Remittance made 
day of collection. Refers to the Bradstreet Co 


Bushnell (McDonough)... .-David Chambers 
Cairo* (Alexander). ...............-. Langsdon & Leek 
Carbondale (Jackson). . . , 1. H. Caldwell 
Carthage* (Hancock).............-..-- -.D. Mack & Son 
Champaign (Champaign)... NT Sad ga T. J. Smith 
Chenoa (McLean) ..........-....--- See Bloomington 


CHICAGO" (Cook) 
AMERICAN LAW ASSOCIATION, 1112 Ashland Block. 


(See card.) 

BOND’S COMMERCIAL AGENCY, 1131 to 1136 Uni 
Building. Clifford & More, Attorneys an 
Counsellors. Commercial law and collections. 
(See card.) 

cRATTY. MacLAREN, JARVIS & CLEVELAND, 1301 
to 1311 Security Bldg. Commercial and corpora- 
i Collections. Depositions before Al- 

rei E Manning. Notary Public. (See card.) 

MARK. FARR, Suite 610, 36 La Salle st. (See card.) 

JOSEPH 0. MORRIS, Suite 1201 and 1362 Chamber 
of Commerce. Commercial, corporation and 
real estate law. Special experience in insol- 
vency, litigation and adjustments. References: 
American Trust & Savings Bank, Washburn 
& Moen Mfg. Co. and Hibbard, Spencer, Bart- 
~ A a Chicago, and special references, 

mercantile in any citv. 

OGDEN. XSLAKELY & HOLCOMB, 77 Clark st. Cor 
poration. commercial and insurance law. Coun- 
sel for The Lloyds Co. 

CHAS. H. RIPLEY, 1112 Ashland Block. 







Chillicothe (Peoria) .................-.. Send to Peoria 
Danvers (McLean).... ...See Bloomington 
Danville” (Vermillion). WM. A. YOUNG 


Collections a specialty. 25 years experience. Re- 

fers to First National and Felner National Banks. 
Decatur* (Macon) HARLES J. COLE 
Refers to Decatur National Bank 


DeKalb* (DeKalb)...............-.-- 8 és. Yan 

Wane COOP cn cccciccesoceccescset 

East St. Louis (St. Clair). ........... VERANK . ‘Suith 
Refers te First National Bank of East St. Louis. 

Effingham* (Effingham)..........- HENRY B. KEPLEY 


Special attention given real estate and commercial 
law and collections. Refers to First ee Bk. 


Whagtin (RGR) occ ccccccecccccccccccccecss C. Lovell 
Elmwood (Peoria).................--- Send Ms Peoria. 
Freeport* (Stephenson)..............-. W. N. Cronkrite 
efers to German Bank of F es ~ 

Galena* (Jo Davies)...........--.--.- & Leekley 
Galesburg* (Knox). . ;. Williams, Sey & Williams 
Greene ice (Cumberland) ot in iuitkaweehun Send to co 

tt a edagasantuseseaeess red S Potter 








Jackronville* (Morgan)..............-.- 

. ERR See aei sae WcCAULL. anos. 
Rooms 7, 8 and 9, Young Building. Refer to W 
County National Bank. 

Kewanee (Henry). ...........-.20---2: Blish & Lawson © 

SE inc cactccecherwessada See Bloomington - 

Lexin (MoLean).............00-- S-e 

nee ‘ 7 ena Eee PEER Beach & 7 
acomb* (McDono' Cenanthasaddeuall & Vose 

Marion* (Williamson)........ soccucese bow. Young 

Matters EET HEE s & Vause 


Monmouth* (Warren)........ ......-..-. Me 

Merrie? (Gramiiy)..... ic cacccccnteosdacecses 

Mound City* ( CEE WILLIAM A. WALL 
Refers to First State Bank of this place. 

Mount Carmel* (Wabash)..............-- Bell & 

Mount Carroll* ( idncanwniteas C. B. Smith & Son 

Mount Sterling* (Brown)...............- . T. Young 

Mount Vernon* (Jefferson) .............-- C. H. Patton 

Neoga be mae Eideneabadaomael Send to Mattoon 

aaa ( ae Salle) Lcinadmanenegncodniannaiil H. G. Cook 


in? 
5 
=> 
cu 
me 
re 
co 
c 
ae 





8 for Anthony Loan & Se > 





a a 
al law. Refer to Springfeld SR 


commerci 
and rat National Bank. 
Streator (LaSalle). .............-.--.--- 
——— (Moulteie) Kobenpampeequaadad tler & Hudson 
jumner (Lawrence)................... no. W. Stanley 
Sycamore byes ——- pane sugpnageahtenen G. W. Dunten 
lorville* (Christian)............ Ricks & Creighton 
fer to H. M. WendeeesaGe. bankers. of this place. 
Toledo* (Cumberland).................- W.S. Everhart 
andalia* (Fayette) ................------ B. W. Henry 
Waterloo* (Monroe)................---- 
Waukegan* (Lake)................-- Woodle & Arnold 
Whitehall (Greene) .................-...-- W. F. WYATT 


General pract ce. Collections given a 


Winchester* (Scott). ........... .....----+- Riggs 
Woodstock* McHenry)...............- pte a & 
Yorkville* (K: Mituchedanteanuquatings tz 
INDIANA. 
Anderson* (Madison) .......-. cacesanol S$. SHELTON 
Refers to the Bradstreet Co 
Angola* (Steuben)...........-.....- Emmet A. Bratton 
BR, nccceccdconccusseguesed See 
Auburn* (De Kalb) ...................- w.L. 
Bourbon (Marshall)...................-- Sec 
Brazil* ey ahddieinadandidupeanitiietdt Geo. A t 
Cambridge City (Wayne).............- Ww.F.M 
Columbia City* (Whitley)..........-....- E. K. Strong 
Columbus* (Bartholomew) ..........- John W. Morgan 
Crawfordsville* (Montgomery)......-. & Ristine 
Decatur* (Adams)...........-.------- & Beatty 
Refer to Decatur National Bank. 
Elkhart (Elkhart) ...... padedwoted berlain 
Elwood (Madison) ................--.--- H. F. WILLKIE 
Bvaneville” {Vanderburgh Owen & Hoft 
Diccenndaliaia 
Fairmeunt (Grant) EK PORE AP SI L. A. Cassel] 
Fort Wayne* (Allen) 
ROBT. LOWRY. Refers to Old National, First Na- 
tional and Hamilton National Banks. 
ZOLLARS & WORDEN. Refer to Hamilton Nat. Bank. 
Frankfort* (Clintop).............-...--- J C. Suit 
Frankton (Madison) ...................-.J. M. Farlow 
Goshen’ (Elkhart)..................--- . E. Mummert 
Greentield* (Hancock)..... pusceactagnael Marsh & Cook 
G MIOSNERE.< cccecdcececesees 
Huntingtwn* itumtington eeaccccess ae 


maMEROD & HEROD, HEROD, heons 14-17 Fletcher Bank Bldg. 
Refer to any bank in Se city 
KERN & BAILEY. Refer to State Bank of Indiana. 
= NEWBERGER & cuaris, Commercial Club 
ldg. Practice in Federal, St 


Cont a mercial . pene i. Col- 
lection devartment. eae = 
and long distance in office. Refer to 


telephone 
* oe ys ry © Armour & Co. 
nover Nat. Bank, N 
NATIONAL COLLECTION AGENCY, Baldwin Block. 
attention to claims of manufacturers 





Pete Reference ~Indiane National 
Bank, Indians 4+ 
baby ~ * KINGSBURY. Collections and Commer- 
Inwood ( Marshall).............-. «s0+---508 th 
Kendallville (Noble).......-. «+«-e0--- Theo, L. Graves 
Kokomo* (Howard).............-.-.- William S. —— 
Lafayette (Tippecanoe)............Geo. B. Cham! 
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La Porte* a Pete... cui mame «hs 
Marion‘ ( TAD) ona eoeneenes ‘Ma 
) ee by eval (Posey).......-....--- 
ancie* (Delaware) ......... "ELLIS & WALTERHOUSE 
Refer to the Citizens’ National Bank 
Penpanse ( (Elihart)..................d. 8. Mekutnte, 
Albany* (Flyod) ......... ........-.-- A. Dowling 
Peru* Lory aisaiie ee oo ‘ an oe 
Portland (Jay)........... ME RS Bail ey & aes 
Refer to the Citizens’ Bank. 
Gi lots Gamble 
-.Jackson & Starr 
*¢ Elbert M. Swap 
> pie ee HUNT 
South Bend (St. Jos DUDLEY M. SHIVELY 





omy to oo banks, "Siadebakere aud Olivers. 
ANTOINETTE D. LEACH. Commercial law especially. 


a7 ons. 
JOHN S. BAYS. Commercial law and collections. 
Teegarden (Marshall)................... See PI th 
Terre Haute* (Vigo)............- BEECHER & KELLEY 
Vatparnios to sae oer State Bank. m 
Pikadincdescnecsucsanes . EB 
Vincennes* EEE ---.Jonathan Kei 
Wabash* (Wabash).....................- Oliver Bogue 
Wainut Ds cpaticeeknendnwesadned See Plymouth 
Winamac* (Pulaski) ....................-.- Nye & Nye 
INDIAN amervesinet +O 
Ardmore (Pickins) FE ae POE 
M * (Creek Nation) .. “WARRISON %. ‘SHEPARD 
ect anywhere in the Territo ry. 
Purcell (Pontotoc)..................- Geerge M. Miller 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation) . SHEPARD & & GROVE 
Tahlequah (Cherokee)................-...-. Jef. Parks 
Refers to Bank of Tahlequah — S. H. Mayes, 
Principal Chief Cherokee Natio 
Vinita (Cherokee Nation)..... HARRISON 0. SHEPARD 
IOWA. 
ND incsvcencsneccouscuasangenes 
ss ED <nnncanemnacasd GeORGE R. CLOUD 
Extensive commercial and trial business. 
DRE (Oaks)... ccccecscccccccces Clinton S. Fletcher 
Baldwin (Jackson)................ Send to Maquoketa 
Bedford* (Taylor)................-.-.-- G. B. Haddock 
CS SSE. 
Britt a SS iodine _ WwW i 
Burlington* ( oines).........--- elley & 
SE SEIUNEED wccncocdccoscccccece H. ad 
Cedar ponies (Linn) 
ALBERT T. COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bldg. 


Refers to Cedar — National Bank and 









W.L. CRISSMAN, , ty" to Cedar Rapids National 
Bank and Security Savings Bank. 

Charles City* (Floyd). .................-. Robert E 
Cherokee* (Cherokee).................-- M. Wakefield 
Clinton* (Clinton)............. -Pascal & Armentrout 
Council Bluffs* (Pottawattamie) ...Stillman & Stillman 
Cresco* (Howard)........................John McCook 
Bebee® (i mlem). ..cccoccccccaccccccese J e% M. Hays 
Davenport* (Scott) ....................-. T. A. MURPHY 





Whittaker Block. Commercial law a & specialty 
Denison* (Crawford) ...............-.-- CONNER 


Moines* (Polk) 
Comes & WRIGHT. Refer to Iowa National and 


allev National 
DUNSHEE & ALLEN. Commercial and corporation 
law and col es. Prompt personal attention 


given to all business receiv: Jlaims present- 
on day of receipt and report made by return 
mail. Notary and stenographer in office. 
Dubuque* (Dubuque).................- Gibbs & Dohs 
Eldora* (Hardin) ..................... Charles L. we 
Refers to City State Bank and Hardin Co. Bank. 





a eae G. L. JOHNSON 
fers = First National Bank of Maquoketa. 


DD idnnadnaedpecnceptbossew edie 
Refers to the Marshal. Savings Bank. 
cer omeng ecdvbncvencanae O. L. Binford 
Mount Ayr'* ( a6 aa 
ount Ayr* (Ringgold).............. c ters 
Mauscatine* (M (ingeotd 


Thomas Brown. Refers to First National Bank. 
H.C. Madden. Refers to Cook, Musser& Co. b'kera. 





Nashua (Chickasaw).................-.-- W. P. Perrin 
IIR 5 cvyintvaesnvcccaasnesibin M. P. Webb 
Newton* (Jasper)..........-.. peonecsat H. 8S. Winslow 
Oskaloosa* (Mahaska).................. James A. Rice 
Ottamwa* (Wapello)............... McElroy & Roberts 
Preston (Jackson) ................ Send to Maquoketa 
Rock BE” COR) .ncceccesisoes J.K. P. Thompson 
Sheldon (O’Brien) ...................... 1. N. McINTIRE 
First National ag Building. 
Gover Oty GRE as cccccensedcecnoce’ G. D. Woodin 


os. (Woodbury 
a: ES DOUGHTY. bunieicnited litigation and col- 
lections. Refers to Northwestern Nat. Bank. 
T. P. MURPHY, Rooms 30-31 Metropolitan block. 
CHAS. K. WILLIAMS. Refers to Security National 
and Iowa Savings Banks. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista).............. ¥. H. Helsell 










+ meg 3 ( en oe 
thr a ) iata)..-......-- owe hy, 
Traer (Tama)..........- oases ARTHUR K. K. wironcock 
Refers to Traer State 
Traer. 
Waterloo’ (Black Hawk)........ Boies, Couch 
Webster City* (Hamilton)............WESLEY MARTIN 
County State 
Winterset (Madison)................- A. W. C. Weeks 
KANSAS. 
Abilene* (Dickinson) ......... .-.-Stambaugh & Hurd 
Anthony (Harper) ....... cocese ««-----H. Parke Jones 
Arkansas City (Cowley)............- Oliver M. W 
Atchison* (A: )...<.-.--H. M. & W. A. Jackson 
Belleville* (Repu eedeccccecocce eecdeo W. T. Dillon 
Beloit* (Mitchell) .................--s00s-- A.G Mead 
Bird City~ (Cheyenne) bsescencces eccceces R. M. Fraker 
Bur * (Cottey)... «+-e0---- E. M. Connal 
Columbus (Cherokee).........-..-----+- J.P. Perkins 
Concordia* (Cloud)....... -Pulsifer & may ed 
Cotten wood Falls* (Chase) .......-..-... ohnst 
Council Grove* (M Da. . GEO. P. MOREHOUSE 
City Atturney. Refers to Morris County Bank. 
Dighton* (Lane)...........-.---. ------ J.S. Simmons 
Refers to First National _—_ of ne, 
Dodge City* (Ford)............0.++ eooce oe 
Emporia dagen Kiidgdeaibdadecsadpelal o:4 4 — 
SE Diacectcdesedsconcsesédes 
Fort Scott* a nhkneaseenetgcuanntl John D. Hill 
Fredonia* (Wilson nbathocecesonsesesecdl Atwood Cady 
Garden City* (Finney) weccecceccoceccess ton 
Garnett* (Anderson) ............+.++-++--- A. J. Smith 
Great Bend* (Barton)...... eccccncesene J 4 a - 
Eilawatha* (Ered) .cccccccccccccccccecees 
Holton* (Jackson) ........-...-++- icine & Hopkins 
Hoxie* (Sheridan) ............-....--- oe Chambers 
Humbolat* (Allem)......ccscccccccccceces A. Bar 
Hutchinson* (Reno).........---.--+++- Wright '& Stout 
Jetmore* (H Pacnsoscccncceccnad Jno. F. Curran 
teeny | City Cy kabhntesetedeentl J.C. Postlethwait 
un ion Ci ececesccccccecees ° 
Kansas City* Swe modi ccccccccecececse 
Kingman* (Kingman).............. 
Larned* Gowait ... snbntoncsbunanaubeaans 





Lawrence* (Douglas)........ 
Refer to Dengies County 





Leavenworth (Leavenworth) .......... E.N. 0. Clough 
LGGRS* (INGO. co cccccscccccescccccccee ss Jones & Jones 
hattan” (Riley) .ccccccccccccocecces Jobn E. Hestin 
em CRERNEOMD 0. ccvcccesceccccosses King & Kelle 
Marysville* (Marshall)...............- Glass & Pollac 
MoCane (Crmwiend) ..........cccccccccccces H. M. Ford 
Refers to the McCane City Bank. 
McPherson*(McPherson).......... Simpson & +s ohnson 
nese etiaind Sacian We, Setar 
nea: * ( WD vcccscueneses ur’ 
ound Gig” (Ll Peccccocccecccsccosss John = 
Newton* ( Wp ccccccccccoseececseccs Willard Kline 
Norton™ (Norton) .......-...---.-.-.-- I. H. Thompson 
Clathe* Dekh) .. 2.0... sccccccccccqees J. W. Parker 
Osborne* (Osborne) .......-.------------- Israel Moore 
Refers to T. M. Waiker, president First my 1 Bk. 
klin) F.A 7 on 
W. Bell 
Fuller & ‘Randolph 
H. G « 
R. Pa Lovitt 
T. C. Coffman 
mons, rg 
.- SAMUEL K, WOODWORTH 
e D. M. Relihan 
Stockton* (Rooks) ..........--.--.------- J. R. BROBST 
Reference: mht Smith, banker. 
Topeka* (Shawnee)................- DOBBS & STOKER 


Central Nat. Bank Bldg. Refer to First, Merchants’ 
and Central N ational Hanks, Citizens’ Bank, The 


Parkhurst-Davis M: tile Co., all of Topeka. 
Wa Keeney* (Trego)........-.....+-+----- 
Washington’ (Washington)........... = & ‘Pawel 
Weltington™ (Sumner)..............-.- ay 
Wichita" (Sedgwick).......... ROWRBAU H& Rauch 

fer to Sedgwick 

Winfield* (Crowley)..........--+..-+-0+++-- F.C. Hunt 

ates Center* (Woodson)............ coo W vens 

KENTUCKY. 

BERR CONG s csk bi cdansvnscccviesaze William P. 
Bowlin Greon* (Warren)........... W. W. Mansafie 
Covington* (Kenton)............. Simmons & Simmons 
Franktort* (Franklin)........... ... ---D. W. Lindsey 
Grayson (Carter) .........2.-.cceee-s--- H. D. Gregory 
Henderson* (Henderson).......... 8.B. & wr *. Vance 
Lexington* (Fayette)................ Sasessa T. Herd 
LOUISVILLE* (Jefferson 


BARNETT, MILLER & BARNETT, Cor. 5th & Market 
sts. ‘Attorneys for Louisville Banking Co. and 


German Bank. Practice in State and Federal 

oa . insurance and corporation 
BRIGHT & ag tte Cor. Fifth and Jefferson sta. 
Refer Third National Bank and German 

oe nl Bank. 
pats ol G. — Fifth ave. Refers to Third 
Mayfield* mem acovdeqnees sbubasbeaase R. 0. Hester 
Maysville* (Mason).............--...-- Cachran & Son 
Middlesboro (Bell)..................+.- Chas. A. Wood 
——. (Campbell)........-.....-.-- WILL H. LYONS 
fers to Newport, German and First Nat'l Banka- 

Owensboro* (Daviess).............. EORGE W. JOLLY 


(Late U.S. Attorney. District of Kentucky). P 
tice in State and Federal Courts. Refers to First 
National Bank. 





Paducah* Ly age gp -THOS. wos, wows 


~~ RRR 7TH Lyng 
Richmond* (Madison)................--- 


J. A. Sullivan 
Russellville* Bytes ite: setcocte Oh COFFMAN 


Somerset* (Pulaski). ..............----3.P. erates 
Versailes* (Woodford). ...... Socecseanese eee 
Winchester* (Clark)...... eeee+ceees-Bookner & Joncty 


LOUISIANA. 
Baton Rouge* (E Baton 
uge* ( a 





ville* ( 





D. M. 8h 
Orleans* (Orlean 
AMACKER, Moone & DUFOUR, New Orleans and 
furnished on cation 






NewYork references J 
MERRICK & ‘wennic 4 Fy st. Refer 
to Hibernia Nat'l, Nat'l and Bank of 
Sunmtaneediios Pe eyed First N.B. oe 
A. 3, PETERS, 606 Gravier st. Commercial law 
and collections. Refers to Citizens’ Bank and 
Metropolitan Bank. 
ee ty WOLFSON, ‘Rooms 304 to 307 Liverpool 
Globe Bldg. Commercial and corporation 
Bm (See card.) 

Rayville* (Richland).............-.--+- Wells & Wells 
Shreveport* (Caddo)...... ........- Thatcher & Welsh 
MAINE. 

Auburn* (Androscoggin) .........-..-- J. W. Mitchell 
Augusta* (Kennebec). . Heath & Andrews 
Bangor* (Penobscot) Henry L. Mitchell 
Bath* ( nd cecuscessnionubann tunel Jobn Scott 
Biddeford* (York)... ---Geo. F. Haley 
Brunswick (Cumberland) ............--- Barrett Potter 
Calais" (Washington)........ .-Lemuel G. Downes 
Cherry field (Washington) _bacieos aaa Fred L. Campbell 

Dexter (Penobscot)... ............-..-- em | & Cros’ 
Eas' (Washington) ............. JOHN HR. McFAU 
fers to any k in city or any county official. 
Gardiner (Kennebec) ................-- & Clason 
Houlton* (Aroostook).... ........ JAMES ARCHIBALD 


Commercial lawyer and notary public. Refers to 

First National Bank of Houlton. 
Lewiston (Androscoggin)..........+..----- a Drew 
Portland* (Cumberiand) ............... GEO. F. NOYES 

98 Exchange st. Refers to Portland Savings Bank 

and Canal National Bank. 

Rockland* (Knox)............. C. E. & A. 8. ae 
Saco* (York) 
Thomaston 


MARYLAND. 


Annapolis* (Anne Arundel)........ Frank H. Stockett 
BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 

SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO., St. Pau! and Baltimore 
sts. Mercantile law and collections. References 
asto ibility: National Bank of Bal 
— Exchange Bank and Western N 

of Baltimore. (See card on front .) 
RANDOLPH H. i.e 16 E. Lexington st. ers 
to Jud B. Hagoer, ss on, 2 anager 
kins 


Ww. H 1 ALEIGH, 10 Ho 
ta’ Protective i & Collection Be 
= he Collections a 
to Foepie'e Bs Bank, Pan Nat. 
mmercial & Farmers’ B’k. 
UNITED. AW & COLLECTION ASS'N, 640 and 661 
uitabl : Bldg. ereentee law oy a 
Bel Air* (Harford) ...........-...++-- 
Cambridge* (Dovebsster) puieaanaged wie 0. MITCHELL 
Refers to Dorchester National Bank. 
Cumberland’ (Allegany)........ 
Caroline 








L. Marshall 
Frederick* (Frederick) . ‘ “BAKER JOHNSON 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Adams (Berkshire)... ..........---+-+-+-++ N. H. Bixby 
Amesbury (Essex) 
Amherst apmehize) séoscecsucceonce Send to Hol 
Ashburnham (Worcester).......... Send to Fitch 
Attleboro (Bristol) .................. PHILIP E. BRAD 

Refers to First National Bank of Attleboro, North 

Attleboro Nat'l Bank and Attleboro eek ~ Bank. 
Barnstable* (Barnstable) ......... ddopueucce Day & Day 
BOSTON* (Suffolk) 

JOHN E. ABBOTT, 85 Devonshire street. Refers to 

International Trust Co. and M. Bolles & Co., 


bankers. 
HENRY AUSTIN, 28 State st.. (also Commissioner ot 
sraerensy) ‘and N ney Public. Refers to Suf- 


k Nationa) Ban 
HERBERT L. BAKER, 178 Devorshire st. Refers to 
Broadway N al Bank. 
EDW. C. BATES, 67 Leary Building. Refers to 
rat National Bank of Westboro. 
R. C. BAYLDONE, 31 Milk st. (See card.) 
JOHN or BUTLER, Globe Bldg., 244 Wash- 


ingtov st. (See page. 
CARPENTER & tow 10 Dremoet 6 at. Cone 
d corporation law. Refer to Old Colony 


ehentnanmetives weeds Sere sath 
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Boston—Continued. 
FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Bidg. 
& specialty. Referencoe:—Freeman 


Pittafield* (Berkshire) 







THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 














Collections 

‘s National 
and flten Nat onal Bank, Boston. 

JAS. WILSON GRI le: at. Refers to Amer- 


ican Powder Mills J. B. % 
WmTERSTATE LAW CO., 105 Sumner st. Sprague & 
to Manufacturers’ Na’ 


LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE, 68 Cornhill. 
MERCANTILE LAW oo, © 56 Bedford street. B. K. 


tional Ban: br card.) 
mouLToN. LORING LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
d Colony Trust Co. and the Globe Na- 


cane’ S owen. & RERCASTLE AGENCY, 20 Devon- 


shire st. A. ttorney at Law, Pres't. 
SPRAGUE & WASHBURN, 105 Sumner st. Refer to 
Mount Vernon National Bank. (See card.) 
Brockton Pigment aehoedsencsaseodd — 4 Folsom 
Brookfield (Worchester).............-. E. Cottle 
-Cambridge* (Middlesex)........ eisent A. A: A. PEVEY 
Refers to First Na’ Bank. 
Easthampton (Hampshire) ........... Send to Holyoke 
Fall River (bristol) .............. «+<00--Swift & G 
Fitchb (W orceste 
CHARLES H. BLOOD. Specialty — Depositions, 


rations. 
Refers to Wachusett National 


Western cor 


ons. 44 HAYDE 


shine - Lanciastdacse spanour Chas. A. Russell 
Hadley (Hampshire) ................. Send to Holyoke 
Haverhill (Kanes)  andadeaunseuinknanail John J. Winn 
Helvens ( +~ <4 FS RET JOHN R. CALLAHAN 
fers to Park National Bank of Holyoke. 
Lawrence (Essex)..............-.++ poeeeer 
Lee (Berkshire). ...... ntassodbedeshéasaiaee B. Clark 
Lowell (Middlesex)...............-.. CHAS. i CONANT 
Refers to Prescott National Bank. 
Lunenburg a orcester)..........0s. Send to Fitchburg 
tas ( paduaenneces ccoubisen As — 
alden (Middlesex)... 
Melrose (Middilesex)....... .-LYNDE, “WAnoING at NDE 
Office also at 68 Cornhill, Boston. 
Milford (Middlesex). .............-+-0--- Jease A. Taft 
New Bedford (Bristol) .. ‘ . M. Goodspeed 


Newburyport ( Essex) . 








— sosess 
& (Masex).......... - Elbridge R. Anderson 
South Hadley. (Hlampehire) Seamhabata Send to Holyoke 
f eld* ere 

LLACE BURT, Collections promptly at- 


tended a 
D0. E.WEBSTER. Refers to Firat National Bank. 
Stoneham (Middiesex)..... LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE 
Office also at 68 Cornhill, Boston. 
eases -eeeee-G@. Edgar Williams 


Taunton* (Bristol). ... er 
Waltham (Middlesex) SE hoa. Curley 
Watertown (Middlesex)............... John E. Abbott 
Westfield (Hampden)....................- GEO. KRESS 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Westminster (Worcester)........... = to Fitchburg 
Winchester (Middlesex) ............. 5. Littletiets 
Worceeter* (W orcester)............ Rice, KiNG & RICE 
Refer to any bank or business house here. (See card.) 
MICHIGAN. 
Adrian* (Lenawee).................. Morgan & Priddy 
Allegan* ; Allegany)............ W. B. Williams & Son 
Alpena* (Alpena)... ................06 ioe & Gustin 
Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw).............. J. W. Bennett 
Battle Creek ~ gag sessndeosénsceseee . HH. B 
Bay City* (Ba 
WILLIS S. T MEADE, Cranage Block. General law 
| Prompt attention to collections. 


rences. (See card.) 

VAN KLEECK & ANNEKE. Attorneys for and refer 
to Universal Credit Association. Refer also 
to Second National Bank, Bay City Bank and 
all county officials. 

Bellaire* (Antrim).............-...... Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien) ..............- Sam H. Kelley 

Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 

*Croswell (Sanilac). . «+««s-- Wilford Maciem 
DETROIT* (Wa: ayee) 
—, = GLAS & WHITING, 80 to 8 Moffat 


uildin 
cASGRAIN, "SULLIVAN, MASON & DWYER, 602- 
ame Bldg. Refer to State Savin ok. 


GRECE a HALL, Dime Sav. Bank Bldg. Practice 
in all the State and Federal Courts. Prompt 
atteation to vollections and commercial litiga- 
tion Refer to McLellan & Anderson Sav. B’k. 

METCALF B. HATCH, Attorney and Manager of 
The Credit & Collection Co., Buhl Block. Re- 
oe 6 “as r & Co., bankers, and 

Dime Savings Bank. (See card 

WM. L. JANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Send de- 
tailed statement with each claim, to secure 
prompt action and prompt remittance. Refers 
to Gen. R. A. Alger. 

vanes, - ROBSON, Thos. Chamber of Commerce 
Bldg. Refers to Det:oit Nat'l Bank. (See card.) 

SAYLES 8 & SAYLES, a te eee ag Commercial, 


PHILIP T.V 4 VAN 7ILE, 413 Hammond Bldg. Personal 
attention gtven to every collection. § 
facilities for making in the State. 
Refers to Detroit National Bank, and Bankers’ 


Eaton Ravids (Eaton).............----...d- 
Flint* (Genesee) ...........--.2---- 


M, Corbin 
Wwalee R. Robison 
Renbahebeae | eeosacce EB. R. Chandler 


prisny t vo sp migaial Seccccccces J.T. Campbell 


“™poLTwoo 8 & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 28, 29. 30 and 31 
[a Saeaee © ane Refer to Old National 


Denison, 811-817 Michi- 
SS a ee Cor- 
poration, commere law and collections. Refer 
Grand Rapids National Bank. 
Houghton* (Houghton senosesecatioes =o 
lone Gaia , me RELI Mt Davis 
( _— eoneenedene 
Me C. os ona 


peundbenaceeas FouRes 

ae 

om & 
dthecescecesedesased 00D & AjooD 


(Ingham) 
Refer to City Nat'l and Ingham Counay Sav. Banks. 
) E. E. Benedi 


of Grand 
TAGGART, ry Ay # 
gan Trust Co. 


earl (Manistee so shavucdesunsteal 1 _ act 
arquette* (Marquette).........--.<0+--++- . A. 
Midlieat® (Midland) Stee epesencodebees M. H. Stanford 
Mount Pleasant* (Isabella. . ‘ ..F. H. Dodds 
Muskegon* (Muskegon) ...........- ~ R. J, MacDONALD 
Niles (Berrien)... ........0..+--++0++- “Wilmer 
(ATO gam) «2.200 ce ce ccnnnenennns .C. 

Pomthocs (Oa awe £.cassqndédbde Jos. E. Sawyer 
Port Huron (St. Blair)........- .Harve = g 
Romeo (Macomb)..............---- c. S. THORINGTO 


Refers to Citizens’ National Bank 


Saginaw* 
E. J. UE OnEST, ie Mets Bldg. (East Side.) Prae- 
eg os a chan and — — 
was oroughly equip collec- 
tion specialty Refers to Second National 
Bank and Savings Bank of East Saginaw. 
JENNER E. MORSE, | 2 Heavenrich Block (EastSide). 
Refers to People’ 8 Savings Bank. (See card.) 
WOOD & JOSLIN, 4, 5 and 6 Merrill Block, cogesite 
Court House. Corporation law. General civil 
ractice. Well-equipped collection department. 
fer to all Saginaw banks, Circuit Judges, and 
wholesale houses. 


Sand Beach (Huron)............--....-.--.- C. L. Hall 
Sault Ste. Marie* (Chippewa) . . ..Oren & Webster 






Stargis (St. Joseph) ........- T.C.C nter 
Three Rivers (St. Sseeaph RR. Pealer & Geo. E. 
Traverse City" (Grand Traverse) P. C. Gilbert 
West Bay City (Bay) ........... ... See Bay City 
West Branch* (Ogemaw) .. . T. L. Su 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw)..................- D. C. Griffin 
MINNESOTA. 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn)................---- £.C.8 
Austin* (Mower) .............--.<+++- Lyman D. 
Brainerd (Crow Wing) ...............C. E. ——— 
Canby (Yellow agg i aenedehene Geo. Fi 
Duluth’ (St. Louis’ 


Cc. T. CRANDALL, 424 Chamber of Commerce. Mer- 
cantile, corporation and mining law. Refers 
to Security k of Duluth. (See card.) 

RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and mortgage 
collections a specialty. Refer to any Ago 


Dulath, and St. Paul National Bank, 
Faribault* (Rice) .......cccccccccsccccccces L. A. Mott 
Fergus Falls (Otter Tail)...............3. P. Williams 
Glencee (McLean)... .........--«++--++---- a R. Allen 
Hendereon* (Sibley) ................--.- . Leeman 
Long Prairie* (T a) sSeececccecceccess J. D. Van Dyke 
Mankato* (Blae tae iddencaden sack W. L. Comstock 


Minnea * (Hennepin) 
FIFIELD 4 FIFIELD, 611 Lumber Exchange. Mer- 
cantile la law and collections. (See card.) 
— & MERRICK, 736 to 738 Lumber Ex- 
cial, corporation and isur- 
ones oy Collections a specialty. Refer to 
the Metropolitan Truat Co. 


Montevideo* (Chippewa) . 










Lynder A. Smith 
win 


Moornead* (Clay) ..... -Ed Adams 
Red (G bea. Hoyt & Johnson 
Rochester* (Olmsted) ..-Burt W. Eaton 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns). . ....Geo. H. Reynolds 
Saint James" (Watonwan)......... Frederic E. Wataon 
St. Paul* ( De cwahcucctindenendus ). F. HILSCHER 

412 New York Life Build'g. Refers to Merchants’ 


National Bank. (See card.) 


St. Peter* (Nicollet) .......cccccccccccccce ee 
Stillwater (Washington).......... Ging ak Ty 
Winona* (Winona)..................- BBER & LEE: 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of Winona. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Aberdeen* (Monroe). ..................0-- G. C. Paine 
Comte? GRANGE, cuciandccsccacceecussees< F. B. Pratt 
Greenville* (Washington) ............-. Alfred H. Stone 
Greenwood’ (Leflore) ..................-- S. R. 

Holly Spring* (Marshall).................-- R. F. Fant 


Jackson* (Hinds)...............- Brame & Alexander 

Meridian* (Lauderdale) .....- McINTOSH & McINTOSH 
Commercial litigation and collections. 

Natchez* “ MOONEE scan ns cesccccceesee Ernest E. Brown 


CHARLES ES SOIT & E. H. WOODS. Refer to Bank 
p gg: eke - ich said Chas. Scott is presi- 


pote d.) 
MOORE & CLARK. Refer to Bank of Rosedale. 





National Bank, Chicago. 











MISSOURI. 
Alton Beng a annoonnon- scone oneat le, Pe 
Boouville= ‘Cooper)..... seccececeees -W. G. Pendicton 
Butler* (Batee) Denton 
Carrollton* ( 
J 
Es 

Grant City* ( 

Refers to Farmers & Merchants B’k of Hannibal. 
Jefferson City* (Cole).........------++----- 
Joplin (Jasper) 
KANSAS 


CITY* (Jackson) 
CHAS. F. MUSSEY, 515 Main st. Commercial and 
ope law. i to = bank. 
EDW. G. REYNOLDS, 417 American Bank Building. 
Manager Iw ter-State Collection Agency. 
S$. M. WEST, 504 Temple Block. Refers to Hon. 
Joha F. ‘Dillon, New York City. 





of prime mortgage loans for Fag ae yp investors 
17 years’ experience. Refer to Bank of Princeton. 

St. Joseph* (Buchanan)....... STAUBER & CRANDALL 
See American Baak Building. 


* AMES mM. Ay were ee Building. Reference: 
Fourth al Bank. 
er ~ & GRANT. NT, 204 Nori Third st. Attorneys 


rR. G. Dun 
GERRIT H. TEN BROEK, 304 North Sth st. Refers 
to State Bank. (See card.) 
— (Andrew) .........-..--++++- Willis G. Hine 


ALLEN & BARRETT. Refer to Third Nat'l Bank. 
SANGREE - LAMM. Refer to Sedalia } _— Leo 








Slater* ey oe EOL! 2 
Stowsrteville (De Kail) ................ BB. Gua 
Stockton* (Cedar).............-.-.-.--- C. A. Ragland 
Refers to the Cedar County Bank. 
Sturgeon (Boone)................+---+--0+- T. 8. Carter 
Trenton* (Grandy)...........-...--------- W.E. Clark 
Unionville (Putnam)... --Beverly H. 
Warrensb (Johnaon)...........---+---- 8. P. 
Webb City (Jasper)................- Wittich & Devore 
MONTANA. 
Billings* Cant... 
Bozeman* (Gallatin). . 
Butte* (Silver Bow)....... 
Great Falls ( o) icatesied educate 
(Missoula) ...............-. 
Helena* (Lewis & Clarke) 


Tt. . or. Bailey Block. 
F.N. & S. H. McINTIRE. Gold Block. Commercial 


nae Rus 
EDWARD C. RUSSELL. Practices in United States 
pee poe Courts. Commercial law, trust funds 
estates. Refers to Montana Nat'l Bank. 
White Selpaur Berner’ (Meagher)..A. N. C. Bainum 


NEBRASKA. 


Auburn* (Nemaha)...... cotnashausaneninl 8. Stall 
Beatrice* (Gage).........--- _—_ #INAKER & BIBB 
Attorneys for First and Beatrice National Banks. 
(Dundy) J.8. West 

Dorshe:mer 


Deva City* (Butler). . 
Refers to City National, ee Nebraska National 





and First National Banks 

F (Jefferson)............-- Hartigan & Barnes 
Fremont* (Dodge)...........-..-..-- J. 
Geneva* ( Pescacese wotens pocasiond John D. Carson 
Gothenburg (Dawson)............ ensayo W. D. Griffin 
Grand ~~ _. Seer ae. 
Harvard ( ET EEE S THOS. H. MATT’ 

me ‘a0 ational and Union a Banks. 
= tre” (Hayes)............-...-.- C. A. 

ron* Hath Secsccnewees Son. Secens c. L. 
Hisldseges & iienanncdnéqndddepanesene 


} 
Tefers to City National Bank and Farmers’ 
(Lancaster) 
COFFIN & STONE, 1104 O st. Refer to Columbia 
— KIRKPATRICK & EUBANK, ~ gna Bik. 
Nebraska 
WARWOOD, 0, AMES & PETTIS. snaeey for First 


AEE... Ws cs ewncidccansaas Fr ¥. One 

Nebraska City* (Otoe)................ 

Norfolk* ( Sn eae. zon A. LATIMER 
Refers to the Norfolk National ‘ 

North Platte* ( Dicncntnebtcciscs: .. J. S. Hoagland 





Vioksburg* (Warren).............- Dabney & McCabe 








wi VV, 


’ COMMERCIAL LITIGATION A SPECIALTY. 


f ings Building, CL. 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








* (Douglas) 
G. H. BURCHARD, Room 919, New York Life Bldg. 
ey and uity litigation. Refers to 


EDMUND "E. MCCILTON, all Karbach Block, Re 





a. ae National, First National and 
an Savings Banks. Charges tenmenelie. 
OrNeil” tit (Holt init doe elaschabssnabae H. M. UTTLEY 
Refers to ‘elchorn Valley Bank. (See Rady ) 
SE EE sana ipanénesncsecsesane cs Thomas L. Hall 
Pawnee City" SERWRER).....-ccaccen ----Story & Story 
Rising City aed 2 pea 
Refers to p Reena City Bank and Commercial Bank. 
Rushville* (Sheridan)..-................. .W 
Schuyler" (Colfax) 1 ERE He! F Woden 
Seward* (Seward) .............. Langsworthy, Jr 
South Omaha (Douglas)........... Kenn & 
Stanton* —pomery \_ tt EERE FS SRR MAYS 46 . N. Vining 
Wayne* (Wayne). .................... F. M. No 
West Point": Coming) ACES RP Re Uriah Branner 
NEVADA. 
Ss J. B. Egan 
Carson City* (Ormsby)....... pimnnonicnepnaanh T. Coffin 
Reno* (Washoe)......................-- Baker & Hines 
Virginia* (Story). ...........-..-..-.-. I. W. Whitchee 


NEW sasammmemanes 





(Straftord) ...Send 
Franklin (Merrimack) ........... JAMES E. BARNARD 
Mercantile litigation a specialty. 


Frankhn Falls (Merrimack).......-..Send to Franklin 

Gorham (Coos)..................... Twitchell & Libb 

Great Falls (Strafford) ........... Send to Somerswort 
Keene* (Cheshire) ............. Batchelder & Faulkner 
‘Laconia* (Belknap). ................... Jewell & Stoone 
Lancaster* (Coos). ................-..--- Fletcher Ladd 
Manchester ( boro) ...Burnham, Brown & Warren 
Nashua* (Hillsboro)................ William J. McKay 
Newport*  Paliven) Da iniakbwedwamsnie nace A. S. Wait 
Portsmouth (Rockingham) .......... William H. Paine 
Rochester (Strafford) ............ Send to Somersworth 
Somers Se ae WM. F. RUSSELL 
Refers to Somersworth National and Somersworth 

Savin, — of this city. 
Whitefield (Coos ie lnccsatesemeniidiatbeinnians C. E. Wright 
‘S Wolfboro (Caneel panibekiketteseatiinae William C. Fox 
NEW JERSEY. 

(Hudson)..Send to raed JerseyCi 

Park (Monmouth)...:......- oy Freeholk 
A Ging —s Sieetcbsshimenis eitied . A. Baake 





rgen 
Gu (Cape May).. . EB. reth 
ree (Union) RICHARD F. HENRY 
08 Broad ~~ 
Flemington (Hunterdon).............. 
* (Mi chee bin dee “FREDERICK PA KER 
Refers to Central Nati: (See card.) 


Hackettstown (Warren) ..........--...--. a W. Haunt 
Harrison (Hudson) _.S Send to R.B. penne” ~ Jerse 
Hoboken (Hudson ase Alex. C. nag fwd 


J Cit 
TOHN Fi PA PALMER. Faller Bldg. Prompt attention 
ven to coliections and commercial litigations. 
fers to First National Bank, Jersey City. 
R. e pees. Commercial law and organization 
f corporations in this State. Refers to First 


National 
Long Branch (Monmouth) nies anodereabiie John W. Slocum 
Matawan (Monmonth)............... Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris).............-.- Willard W. Catler 
> Holl: (Burlington) panltincenaia Walter A. Barrows 
ewark 


DANIEL F. BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 


GILBE ELLIOTT LAW CO., 523 Prudential 4 
— to Merchants’ Exchange National Ban 


ww York. 
eondon C. HAMILTON, 791 Broad st. Collections 
JOHN "WHITEHEAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 
e Court Commissi 





U. 8. and jioner. 
Mew Brunswick* Gtiidieces) 

Van Cleef, = Da Woodbridge 
eve 9 SE eS oad < i Peeve 
UENO (POROMG) .... 0c ccccccccccccceces W. Scott 
Paterson* (Passaic)................-. E Horton 
] i inst g teildanis “REED 4 CODDINGTON 

neny,- Bldg. Refers to N Benk. 
RILEY Ale Si A. Dennis 
Rahway ( Dl diakdsktboeens>catvebsetnce I _ = 
(Monmonth)............. App Hope 
* (Somerset) ............0-- James L. ‘Gren 
Trenton* (iM (Mercer) 

“THE” BLECKMAR COMPANY. (C. F. Sanderson.) 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to the 
Trenton Trust and Safe Deposit Co. 

NEVIN J. LOOS, 9 East State st. Collections and 
Woodbridge (Middlesex _ EPHRAIM CUTTER 
(Middlesex)........... U 
ercantile law a specialty 
Woodburn: (Gloucester)................ ---.-Lewis Starr 
NEW MEXICO. 
Albuquerque” (Bernalillo)....... THOS. N. WILKINSON 


Bernalillo) 
Refers to the Rank of Commerce of ~* lace 


Clayton’ “omens Sderepeqapseccosccorsses . TOOMBS 

Folsom (Union) . nencagee >= “ea to Clayton 

Las Vegas" (Sen Miguel ancminnothetned W. B. BUNKER 
Re to First ~ ee National Banks. 








Santa Fe* (Santa Fe).............. George W. Knaebel 
Socorro* (Sovorro).............-... sacuneg J. D. Brooks 
NEW YORK. 

Diam CAM dads ccidcacccccotccsas Mills & Bridge 

Amsterdam( rv Sede Westbrook, Burke & Hoover 
Auburn* (Cayuga)...... Underwood, Storke & Seward 
Batavia* b aay eae deaddd banecansouae Wm. E. Webster 
=e (Broome; 

LIFFORD Ss. ARMS. General. Practice. Courts. 

Collections. 
Brockport moar pcaapavenoasseuna Send to Rochester 
Brookiyn* (Kin 

MOREHOUS A FISH, 26 Court at. Commercial and 

corporation law. 
Buffalo” (Eru (Ene) 


CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 52 White 

Bh ve and co ~~ law. De 
tions taken. Refer to City Bank. 

CLI — & CLARK. 24 West Senena st. Attorneys 


mmerce. 
— COLLECTION AGENCY . Berets, 
ty Bank Bldg. Geo. 8. 
Collections and reports. ey Z a pidalizy 
Guaran Jo. and Queen City Bank 
UNITED. * MERCANTILE ASSOCIATION hema 
310 D. S. Morgan Building. Sprague, Moot, 


Sprague & Brownell attorneys. Collections 
reports. (See card.) 
PF CURRIE) ccwecccccccecss 
Catakill (Geeene) .................. james’ a OLNEY 
Refers to Catakill National Bank. 
Charlotte (Monroe) .................. Send to Rochester 
Carming* (BGteubem)......ccccccccccsess F. A. Wiltiams 
Cortland* (Cortland)............... JOHN é "WINSLOW 


Refers to First Nat.B’k and Postmaster of Cortland. 
Dansville (Livingston) .. “> G. Foss 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua)....... Stearns & Warner 
Elmira* (Chemung) ..... HERENDEEN & MANDEVILLE 

Attorneys for State Bauk ; b)mira Savings Bank ; 

New York State Association of Hardware Jobbers. 





Fairport (Monroe) .................- to Rochester 
Geneva (Ontario).................... Geo. L. Bachman 

lens Falls (Warren)................A. Armstrong, Jr. 
SOND CI cccndvcccecscuccaci Send to Cortland 
Honeoye Falls (Monroe) ............ Send to Rochester 
Horneilsville — nailed oem Chas. Conderman 
Hudson* (Columbia) ..................- . F. B. Chase 
Ithaca* (Tom kina). ieebsnecinabeeresnn James L. Baker 


Jamestown (Chautauqua). ...Bootey, Fowler & Weeks 
Johnstow u* (Fulton) YETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet's and the Johnstown Bank. 
oS rae J. G. Westbrook 
Lockport* (N’ Pera coccosccccccocced Joshua Gaskill 
Malone (Frankiin) 
FREDERICK G. PADDOCK. References: People’s 
National Bank and Farmers’ National Bank. 
Marathon (Cortland)................. Send to Cortland 


Middletown (Orange) shanadavnounaae John C. R. Taylor 
Mount Vernon (W — -Ostrander & Crawford 
Newburgh (Orange) .................... Jonathan Deyo 


New Rochelle ( <Peretitaes seaseee John F. Lambden 
NEW YORK* (New York) 

BOOTH & DEANE, 271 Broadway. General law 

ractice. Collection department. Cornelius S. 

er, Notary. Refer to N. Y. Herald, Wal- 

lace & Sons, Merchants’ Refrigerating, Co., &c. 

CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, suite 150-: 60, 96 

Broadway, and 6 Wal] st. "(See card.) 
wer ELLIOTT LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See 


momtenOUSE & ae 206 Broadway. Commercial 


RUSSELL. {ROBINSON & WINSLOW, 253 Broadway. 
Consulting Counsel: Building & Loan Associa- 
tion, Insorance and Corporation Law. 
Niagara Falls (Niagara)........... Ely, Dudley & Cobn 
Ogaensburg (St. Lawtenee). .. Louis Hasbrouck 





Oneonta (Otsega). . enaapacvensdas Melville Keyes 
Oswego* (Oswego).......--.---+-+----- P. W. Cullinan 
| a oe S. S. Wallis 
Peekskill (Westchester) .................- J. H. Baxter 
OE BT CRIN oo 50 scrccareccocernss John T Knox 
Plattsburg* (Clinton) -. .................. S. A. Kellogg 
Potsdam (St. pe dedemagensaal W. M. Hawkins 
Poughkeepsie* 


FRED E. ACKERMAN, Refers to Fallkill National 
and Farmers & Manufacturers’ Nat'l Banks. 
BENJ. M. FOWLER, 56 Market st. Refers to Fall- 
kill and City National Banks. (See card.) 
MARTIN HEERMANCE (Ex-District Attorney of 
Dutchess County). Refers to Poughkeepsie 
National Bank. 
Rhinebeck rene pedetsdquseten Martin Heermance 


(Mon 
SELDEN S. BROWN, 337 338 Powers Bldg. Prac- 
oo in City. State and Federal courts. Refers 


ers’ National Bank. 
CHARLES | ROE, 1002-1004 Wilder Building. (See 
card - page.) 
DG CN icicttinc sedvesdddinicsciansi Te wl Ly So 
Salamanaca aitnnaene dictating Re 
sere bene ly mek os GRENLLE ar INGALSE! 
Saratoga Springs (Saratoga) ............ W. P. BUTLER 
Refers to First National Bank. 
le ee eer —— WHITTAKER 
in Saugerties Bank and trustee in Sauger 
ties Savings Bank. 
Schenectady* (Schenectady)..... eseces Jacob W. Clute 
— SNe Send to Rochester 


BENEDICT & & RIDER, 418-420 Kirk Block. Refer 


to Bank of §: 
FRANK C. — iy 324-325 Kirk Block. Collec 
tions a & 
a a'WELLS,# Larned Bldg Refer to Bank 
of Syracuse. (See card. 


Tonawanda (Erie) ....................- 
* (Rensselaer). .............-.++- JOHN P. CU 
& 70 Congress st. - attention given to 
w. 
Utica* (Oneida)............ AYLESWORTH & SHUMWAY 
er to Central ny elda. 
Virgil (Cortland) ..... ngnedakdastehed to 
atertown"* (Je! Rasecickteseukets A. H. Sawyer 
Whitehall (Washington)............... Potter & Lillie 
White Plains* (Westchester). ...... Wilson Brown, Jr. 
Yonkers (Westchester)............... -Wm. C. Kellogg 
reg CAROLINA, 
Ashboro* fates 
GEO. BRAD HAW. —— to Commercial Na- 
tinal Bank, High 
WM. C. HAMMER. — ‘Public. Refer to Na- 


tional Bank of a Point, N. C 
Asheville* ( Buncombe Davidson & Jones 
Carthage* (Moore) . . “iN. Ww. HINSDALE. ei. 
Charlotie* (Mecklenb: RD .cisseonct CLA N& DULS 
Practice iv all courts. Refer to Sonioente Na- 
tional and First National Banks. 
Durham* (Durham). ...Shepherd, ga & Foushee 
Fayetteville* (Cumberland)..JNO. W. HINSDALE. Col. 


lections. 
Greensboro* nm cecucétsesqnetetl Dilland & King 
Green ville* ey wiscecccoccesiucetéGenden B. F. Tyson 
Bey GOED ccc ccceccccescsvccese Geo. AY a 
Now Berne’ (Craven)... ....0...scescccsece ixon 
Raleigh* (Wake). om iWO. Ww. verceneer Collections. 
Shelby (Cleveland  iccantinanel osecees idney & Webb 
Statesville* (Iredell) ...........-.-. ‘ipatield & Turner 
Williamston* (Wilkes)................-.-. J. E. Moore 
Wilmington* (New Hanover)..........P. a. “MANNING 
Refers to any bank in Wilmington. 
Winston* (Forsythe).............. WATSON & BUXTON 


Prompt attention given to all business. Attorneys 
for First Nat. Bank. Refer to all Winston banks. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Bismarck* (Burleigh) ................ Frank V. OB se so 
Devil’s Lake* (Ramsey) ...........-..-- E. A. Magione 
Dickinson™ (Stark)............ AgeRt i BURNETT 

Collections a specialty. Refers to First r%. Bank. 
Ellendale (Dickey)..........0...00- se-e0e- T. Cole. 
DOE FOI os 6 nos dncaccqnccesvass FRED a MORRILL 

Office: First National Bank Block. Refers to First 


Wapheton* (Richland) 





Akron* (Summit) 
E. Cc. HOUSEL, 109 South Howard st., Rooms 1 & 2. 
Special attention given to collections and com- 
mercial law. Refers to First National Bank. 
Amherst (Lorain)........... 
Asbtabula (Ashtabula). ... 
Bucyrus* (Crawford)... 





Cambridge* ( (Guernsey —— David ak 
Canton* (Stark).........-.. .......- FRANK P. KIB 
Refers to the Farmers’ Bank. (See card.) 
Carroliton* (Carroll)...............-. Holder & Oglevee 
Chillicothe* (Rogs)..............-.. Albert Douglas, Jr. 


CINCINNATI" (Hamilt 

re LAW ASSOCIATION. 35 Smith Bldg. 

- Cushing, Mgr. J. B. Kelley, Counsel. 
rs ommnwrelal, corporation, insurance law and 
collections. References: Any bank, or promi 
nent wholesale house in the city. 

BENJAMIN H. COX, 36 East Fourth st. Corpora- 
tion and commercial litigation. Refer to Merch- 
ante’ National Bank. 

JOSEPH COX, Jr., Room 22, Chamber of Commerce 
Building. Réfers to Fourth and Merchants 
Nationa] Banks. 

JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
Refer to Equitable National Bank, Members of 
Attorneys National Clearing House. 

ae tr (Pickaway)......... Samuel W. Courtright 
leveland* (Cayaboga) 

ARTHUR A. STEARNS, 815 Society Cr Raving Bide Bldg. 
General practice in all State and Feder 
Prompt attention to collections and pnnterew «| 
litigation. No'aries and stenographers in office 
- a —— = Refers to State Na- 

ional Bank. (See card.) 

JAS. ‘i. WILLIAMS, 204 Sete st. Commercial 
law and collections. positions. Refers to 
~ and Union National Banks and Savings 


JOHN @. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
Cleveland National Bank. 
Columbus* (Franklin) 
a was ~ CARTER & ULREY, 10544 Sonth High 
References:—Merchanta & Mannfacturers' 
Bank and Brooka. Butler & Co., banke's 
HARRY R. WILSON, Room 6, Y. M. CG. A. Blig 
De Collections and commercial law a specialty. 


TW EE SEEGHLY, Davi La | Be Collections and com- 
GOTTSCHALL. f GROWN & © crawebn, ‘Odd Fellows’ 
. Colleo- 


tions commercial law a specialty. Refers 
to the City Nat] Bank and the N. 








er Co. 
(Defiance) .........-.---+- ....M. E. ORCUTT 
Ww Refers to Defiance 













ees Re Ce Se riOOOs sits ey 1| 


itt cle et i 






Toe Tere 


—wsIsS er or. IOS feet Oana case 
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Delphos (Allen) ..........ssee+seeeees Horace Hazelton (Luzerne ee seadecdsccenass T. HOWARD gee Mon yy 

Dennison (Tustarawas)............--. a we ‘ELSON Commercial collections promptly attended to. COMME ane, ee OS eNNTee, RecordBuilding. 
Refer to antes oposlé Bank. fers to Ma. kle Banking & Trust Co. Mooney & Earle, Counsel. Commercial, cor- 

SE EMME a dccks covcccccescedeea Edmond 8. Dye —_—o- ih (Blair)......... ..Robert W. Smith poration, insurance law and collections. Kef- 

Elyria* (Lorain)............... «. Irving H. Griewo! Jemmseroes Sxacacese .-A. T. Searle erences: Any bank, or prominent wholesale 

Findlay* (Hancock).............--.. WwW. A. plomaeane Joes bpdcvesecéscadsesinas . H. Kuhn geentee SS the A Ht 

Fremont* (Sandusky) ecagecs Me ie Lancaster* aeseaen eee dabsabanped WM. H. KELLER | Orangeburg* (Orangeburg)........... P. T. Hildebrand 

CE IIIa cc ccccccssecccccateses Refers to People's National Bank, Lancaster Trust pn aD (Span sae peagebacan Nicholls & Jones 

= armel elbd 60 vecdcccscstagenentleed -_. — ‘s Trust Co. “ SOUTH DAK A. 

reenville* WPescc sedeccoeas on* (Lebanon)................-.-Ca@ Schock U OT. 
Hamiltou* (Butler)....... Lewistown* (Mifflin)................. Howard O. Lantz 
Hillsboro* (Highland). . Lock Haven* (Clinton) ............ J. R. YOUNGMAN 


Ironton* Coarees.... ‘a 
Jackson* (Jackson) .. a 
EE BER dnccs chocncagssaeseset 








“20. W. Squire 
Laucaster* (Fairfield).......... Pickering & Pickering 
Theme? (A Mae). .crcccccecccccccesee Cable & Parmenter 
London* (Madison). ..............++-s0-+- D. C. yo 
Lora:n (Lorain) . ..Send to oe 
Mansficld* (Richland)......... CUMMINGS & McB 
ey a ew (See card.) 

Masten (Marion nbicabedsdentadsbnneed J. ¥. McNeal 
Marysville* (Union) eecsssenédinssoniinuel J.E Griffith 
Massillon* (Stark) ........... 

Medina* (Medina) ...... ........2.--s0000- Jos. 
Middletown (Butler) .. 
Mount Vernon" (Knox). . 
Newark (Licking). . ---. Waldo 
New Philadelphia’ ‘(Tuscarawas)........ J. F. KUANS 
way at uae commercial law. Refers Ex- 
Werwaik® (Heres) sikcibieds anh einen A. M. Beattie 
Piqua ( EAs dic sacanlibaadeiiall Jamison & Davis 
Portemouth* (Scioto) .................-.- J.P. Purdum 
Ravenna* (Portage)...............-.-.+- E. W. 
f Po cabcecscccscosncsoseansns Ww. D. Seer 
© TE accccasses csccsecs Phinney & M: 
CAs dantssddnasocel Cochran & Rodgers 
benville- ee P. P. Lewis 
SREY DERR & CORBETT 
Gemeneve for R. G. Dun & Co. 


HENRY Sf $. BUNKER, 306 Valentine Bldg. Refers to 
Bradstreets’ 


bees DUNLAP, 508 National Union Building, 
Huron s' * Refers to Second National Bank. 
reeves Oe STER, nae Zeeepee 5 senange. Refer 


Uhrichsville , ---—h- sb cbnerete pend to 


Dennison 
Urbana* (Cham McCracken 


G. W 

Van Wert* (Van Wert).................. G. L. MARBLE 
Refers to Van Wert National Bank. 

Warren* (Trum p>. ptt enmaednanadapeaae Jno. M. Stull 

Washingtonc. a b 

Wilmington* ( 


_ Hidy, Patton & Marchant 
sont ~ * > th 





SIG Calvin Ewing 
EK. Buker 
OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
El Reno (Canadian).................-- 
( Digliessescuseceses Thomas H. Cuppage 


( ) 
wT, & SMITH. Refers to Bank of Kingfisher 
mercial Bank. 


and Com 
W. W. NOFFSINGER. Refers to Bank of Kingfisher. 
Weowkirk® (Kay)... 0.0.2.2 .cccccccees- bok 
Norman* —— 


Oklahoma) 
eae es (Noble) eoceccccccece 
\water* (Payne) 





Astoria* (Clateop)..................-20.- A. R. 
Bagone*® (Lane)...........c.sccccccccces Geo. B. Da 
Portland” 


a 

EMMONS & EMMONS, 609 to 612 Chamber of Com- 
merce Building. Attorneys for Emmons As- 
sociated Law Offices of Francisco, Port- 
oot oo and Tacoma. 

= re 415 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 


equasccecsesotsesoncecs ohn A. Carson 
The Dalles* (Wasco) ..... Mays, iundingten & Wilson 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

heny* (All 
Alleg eny* ( 

MORRIS L. KAUFFMAN. een tw Lehigh Valley 


JAS. L. SCHAADT, Den Atmos for Lehigh 
it. coun 
— Allentown or Second National Banke 


toona (Bi 
4. S. Leisennina. Commercial Law and Colleo- 
dis eeeey- Solicitor for First National 


of Altoona. 
HORACE G. STOVER, Rooms 6 eee e ® 1, ater Bidg. 


A 








ters to First 
pare See care... osedé Gilbert L. <4 
Bellefonte* (Centre) ................+--- Beaver & Dale 
Bethlehem (Northasspton).. Send to South Bethlehem 
Bradford (McKean)............... epneenee & Byles 
Brockwayville (Jefferson).......... H. B. McCullough 

Refers to the Brockwayville Bank. 

Brooxville* (J etferson)................ ‘John M. White 
Chambersburg” (Franklin)............... rte D. Ludwig 
Chester ahab as chenenicdeonane 
Clearfield* (( learfield)............ ROLAND D. SWOOPE 

to the Bradstreet 

Wille (Fayette)........0....0--- Wm. A. H 

Easton* (Northampton)............ H D. Maxw 

Pucdidncasocsoncee connsececese ‘orce & Yard 
Franklin* F (Adame Facssedededaboude E. H. Lamberton 


Commercial matters given gems attention. 
Mauch Chunk* (Carbon) . 
McK (All heny)... 
Mead * ( 

Mifflinburg (Union) .. 
Milton (Northumberland)........... 

Refers to the Milton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 


Mount Carmel (Northumberland)......... W. B. Faust 
Mount Pleasant (Wesmoreland)....... .. Nevin A. Cort 
New Castle* (Lawrence).................. W.H — 
Refers to National k of Lawrence Coun’ 
Norristown* (Montgomery). ... . WM. F. DANNE R 
Fae Cc cdceccccccacncdccceces m. McNair 
PHILADELPHIA‘ ay ec 
A.J. 4&4. y= RGER, a Rostent st. General 
to to Commercial Nat National Bank and John Wana 
ely and H. B. Claflin Co., N.Y. 
CARR & ft & FRANCISE 8, Provident Bldg. 
ity. w, real con- 


4. RB. a Drexel Bi idg. Cope, ou 
w and collections. fers to P. P. 

unford, cashier National Bank of Republic. 
NORTON & NORTON, 1326 Chestnut st. Law and 
collections. Reliable corre spondents in 
~~ cities. a, oe Commonwealth Title 


& Trust 
JAS. x SELLERS, Franklin Bidg. Counsel for Gil- 


bert Ell 
“Ts & COOPER, 251 South Fourth st. Refer . 
G. Dun & Co. The Mercantile Agency, at 
= 


PITTSBURG* (Aneghen ) 
—_ BRIEL, Diamond st. Refers to Anchor 


LEE & CHAPMAN, 170 Fourth ave. Corporation 
and commercial law. Refer to Keystone Bank 
and Columbia National Bank, Pittsburg, and 
Seaboard National Bank, New York. 


ebF 


Pottsville* (Schuylkill)... - 8. 4 EDWARDS 
fides a. 5 George A vi Ruhben 
.. »  —aeamaepaebe 
Scranton" (Lacka ) 
J. M. C. RANCK, 136 Vyening ave. (See card.) 
M. F. SANDO, Dime Bank Bidg. Refers to Dime 
ae ayy ang 


= t Bank RELI 


& Trust 
Cc. $. - WOODRUFF, _— Republican Bldg. 
Dime Deposit & Discount Bank and Tn 


National 
— Bethlehem (Northampton) ...... D. Brodhead 
ent me for the E. P. Wiitar Tyrant Co. 


“ere (Northumberiand)........ HARRY $. KNIGHT 
to Cochran, Payne & McCormick, bankers, 


ation: 
HICKS & SPENCER. Refer to Merchants’ Nat. B’k. 
Wee Ci cncdciccocedccccccccses Nevin M. Wanner 


RHODE ISLAND. 


00). .... . 
Providence* (Providence). bane JOHN ERASivs1 LESTER 
Commissioner for New as Patents. Collections. 
Warren (Bristol).......... my 


Wester! (Washing Doeadbaceecesece Albert B. Crafts 
Woonsocket (Provtien Chas. F. Ballou 


Ww 
HHARLESTON*™ (Charleston) 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 24 Broad st. 
Murphy, Fassaw & Legare, Counsel. Com 
merc ‘corporation, insurance law and collec- 
— Bo. moe Any bank, or prominent 

use in the city. 

MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P.O. Box 156. Refer to 


any bank in city. Council for State Savings 
Bank. (See card ee Seren ond cn Cooove) 
SMYTHE a’ LEE, 7 Broad st. Refer to Exchange 


Banking & Trust Co. and Bank of Charleaton 





N Banking Ass'n, Charleston. (See card.) 
Columbia* (Richland).............. Francis H. Weston 















UX FALLS* ; 

AIKENS, BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer to Minne 
habs and Sioux Falis Nat’) Banks. (See card. 

U.S. G. CHERRY. Refers to Union Trust Co. 
Minnehaha 


ational Bank. 
DONOVAN & GLOVER. Refer to Dakota National 
Banks. 
Watertown ) 
Yankton (Yankton)........... 


Refer to Yankton N. 
bank in Yankton. 





TENNESSEE. 
nes . 
* (Hamilton) 
T. P. CHAMLEE & BRO., 7. and 11 McConnell 
to South 
oe SWANEY & COOKE, 300-303 Ri 
Refer to First and bm Nat'l Banks. 
porte Wa Porn POTTER, SMe Richardson Block. Refer 
Ww. $' SMALL a9. 49 Ke stone Refers to Third 
National Bank. 
TE West & 
baer af (Maury)................. & P: 
SESE AM G. L 
ven com- 


but special service 
mercial litigations. Refers to Firet N: 
CORNICK & HENDERSON, Deaderick Bldg. Special 
service given mercan mercantile litigations. ’ 
we ; PEYTON. (See card top margin of 


Wen ae Madison street. Attorney for 
Planters’ Bank, Uliver-FinnieGrocer 
table Assurance Society of New 
* National Bank, 


York aod Equi to Mechanics 
New York; First National Bank, 
Commercial business and collections 5 





Brownwood* ( Pveccnecanese Grinnon 

Cameron (Milam).................. T. S. HENDERSON 
Reters to Milam County Bank of 

Cleburne* (Joh a re.comesen Ginn balled Davis ae 

Coleman* (Coleman). ............... 

nt wey — sauaceenton FER oe Hardy 


COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION,308-310Exchange 
be ey Building. Field, Brown & _———. Coun- 


——s law 
eel collections. bank, or 


prominent wholesale house in yA 
MERCHANT 1 oem. AGENCY. 281 Main st. 
calloc’ oy Adjuat, of Team 
ue 
Depositary ational Ban 


fan. Bank. 
begs ANN en - Bank Building. 
STONEWALL TINGLE. North Texas Bank Bldg. 
‘ommercial, and land law.. Funds 
on (See card.) 
Denton* (Denton)..................-..-. J.T. Bottorfi 
ES EE, Send to Terrell, 
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Fort Worth* (Tarran 
PARKER, GILLESPIE & SMITH, 115% Main st. 


Commercial law and collections. 
aes MACK. Box 593 to First Nat. 


Kt veston) 
M. L. MALEVINSKY, e Building. Prompt 
ian Waring. SG 
EDGAR WATKIN Cor. 22d & Mechanics sts. 
to W MoCarth 


Jas. A. Breeding 
Pini dcakngun<oscnesapisvcmoan “Hale & Hale 
Angelo* (Tom Green) ......... Joseph Spencer, Jr. 


(Bexar) 
KELLER & JOHNSON, es Bldg. (See card.) 
JAMES ROUTLEDGE. Commerc i land law a 
. Refers to San Stee tan 1 Bank. 
WOLFE & HARE 


tions a a 
neve for the City Bank of Sherman ae 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Bo T. Leary 


-Dan 
W. S. Herndon & Sons 


Lennan) 
weer myn & EVANS, Provident Bldg. — 
ere Attorneys for Waco State 
fer to all banks. 
ROBERT. i. ROGERS. Practice (Civil Law Be 
in courts. Refers to all banks of Waco. 
3. B. SCARBOROUGH, Provident Bldg. Commer- 


cial, corporation an d litigation in State 
and Federal Courts a specialty we to any 
bank in the city. 

Warxahachie* (Eliis)................... J. E. Lancaster 

Weatherfurd* (Parker)..................H. L. Mooeley 

Wichita Falls (Wichita)............ J. H. Barwise, Jr. 

UTAH. 

been | a. ss cect lphatabeed csdeliedin abe iitace Reavill 

. |__| pees evans’ . ROGERS 
First National Bank Building. (See card.) 
ag eee ESS S$. K. KING 
ttorneys for Swasey artin, ie 
Salt Lake* (Sait Lake) 


BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, Rooms 62 to 65 Commercial 
Commercial litigation especially. 

JONES & SCHROEDER, Entrance, Room 100 Com- 

Se ag the ane lock. Refer te any jobbing house or 

LooFBOUTOW & | iHN, Suite 70, 71, 72, 73, Cm 

Corporation and minin law; 

pana rek n iitigation and collections. 


ttor- 
ane thaates _— pos aa a —aeeaes in all 
MSTRONG, 10241 he Cenmmencie! we. 


and ‘commercial law; apabie 
office. ~ gy to National Bank of ic. 
FRANK — Rooms 306-307 M 
Attorney for McCornick & Co., —— 
RICHARD B. SHEPARD 37 to 40 Commercial Block. 
} enna Ste a Bank and Justices ot 


Utah. 
5Nn0. mi TAYLOR. Makes profitable investments 
for those having money to loan. Practices in 


all courts of record State and Federal. 
VERMONT. 
Barre (Washin Rn téoncoanescln Edward W. Bisbee 





> | ik* (Nerfolk) 

wg ea LAW ASSOCIATION, 98 Main street. 
Fentness & Agelasto. Counsel. Commercial. 
senperation, insurance law and collections. 

erences: Any bank, or prominent whole- 
sale house in the city. 

LEO JUDSON, 100 Man st. Collections throughout 
Virginia ‘and North Carolina. Refers to Nor- 
folk National and City National Banks. 

Portemouth ae PenKS RRS Davis & McIlvaine 


* (Henrico 
JAMES LYONS 1111 = j ay *. (P. O. Box 269.) 


Refers ational Bank of 
MONTAGUE t & DAWSON, 1002 nat at. — 
tile colle¢tions and 


law 
en. oo ae ag —. 


«. susie N. Refers to the State 
Virginia. 


Attor- | 





REP, - -ccvcccccseccte JOEL H. CUTCHIN 
Commercial law and emt aspecialty. Refers 


(nen Si NON HE A. ih. b. BRAXTON 
ational Valley Bank, Staun 


& Freeman 
none 6 Pe er 


Pullmann (Whitman)................... 

Seattle ( a are wecLURE. ae BA 8 
64 to67 Horton & Co. Bank Bldg. Attwr- 
neys for ame Associated Law Offices of San 
Francisco, P. poh Seattle and Tacoma. 

Snohomish* (Snohomish)................- John B. Ault 

Spokane* Ohron 
R. J. DANSON, 13 & 14 Granite Bldg. Commercial, 

real estate and probate law a specialty. Refers 
to Exchange Nat. and Commercial Sav. Banks. 

WM. A. HUNEKE, 19-20 First National Bank Bldg. 


“EASTERDAY. & Gaeveneey, Bernice Bldg. Refer 


any bank in the city. 
HANSEN A & MENKUS, 312-315 pesia Mite, Commer- 


yoo on law. any bank here 
MURRAY & CHRISTIAN, Moouante’ B 
neys for Emmons Associated Law “Stices ot 


San Francisco, Portland, Seattle one Tacoma. 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)............. . Clark 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
Addison* (Webster).................. H.C. Thyeneet 
Refers to Buckhannon B’k of Buckhannon, W 
Charieston* (Kanawhka)..COUCH, FLOURNOY & Pace 
ational Bank, R. G. 






A se for Kanawha Ni 
Dun C. 
Sarda... on A Lach 
Dowaconcccocssesaus , . Lym 
Fairmont* ( Duccnccconecacsousess 
Grafton* (fags SES: IRA £ ROBINSON 
Refers to —— ‘eH 
Huntington* (Cabell) ........... VINSON 8 aT MPSON 
Attorneys for Fired N 
Jackson C. H.* (Jackson)............--- Ww 
ners 8 — ancamamee Faulkner & Walaer 
Par HUTCHINSON N, WUTEHINSON £ CAMDEN. Chief 
Counsel in Virginia for Baltimore & Ohio 
con “(See card.) 
Point Pleasant* (Mason)............... 5. S$. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson)................ N.C, PRICKITT 
ers to Bank of Ravenswood 
Wellsburg* (Brooke)..........-.-..+.+++- H. C. Hervey 
5 (Ohio) 
S. G. SMITH, — st. Commercial litiga- 
as \ 
WISCONSIN. 
Appleton* (Outagomie) ................ Henry D. Ryap 
rarer (Asbland).. .-. A. E. Dixon 
Baraboo* (Sauk).......... --F. R. Bentley 
cn doccscpveséswocccséccsgacd 8S. W. Menzie 
Falls* (Chippewa).......Jenkins & Jenkins 
Be” GEOUIN cancvecoscecccsnsecd Reese & Miller 
Eau Be oscodenedessorks Vv. W. James 
Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)............. N.C. GIFFIN 
Refers to the “pes National Bank. 
anesville* (Rock 
FETHERS (0.H. ), JEFFRIS Cs. seme (C.L.) 
Attorneys for National and Merchants 
& Mechanics’ Savings Banks. Special collec- 
tion on ape 


Kenosha* (Kenosha). . 


. WALTER — COWELL 
ape (Kew hn W. 


Crosse* (La Crosse)...........- - a Woedwara 
Madison* (Dane)..........-..-.--s0«00- 
Marinette* (Marinette) ................. B. ¥F. Simpson 
MILWAUKEE’ (Milwaukee) 
JAMES wy ee 513 & 514 Pabst Bldg. Refers to 
First National Bank. 


A. 3. ewer pery Mag em Block. Refers to 

Second Ward Sav. Bank and Pabst Brew'g Co. 
ERNEST S. MOE, } 164 & 165 New Insurance Bldg. 
RUBLEE A. COLE, Mercantile collections and Gen- 

eral tice. Refer to First National Bank. 
A. G. WEISSERT, Nos 6 and 7, 107 Wisconsin st. 
Refers to National Exchange Bank. Kefer- 
ences any where given on request. 


Oshkosh* (Winnebag':)........-..--- BOUCK & 7 
Attorneys forthe National, German-American Ban 
and South Side Exchange Banks. 
Portage* (Columbia)...........--+-+-+++--- E. 8S. Baker 
Racine* (Racine).............---.------ JOHN W. OWEN 


Refers to Union N.B.and Commercial & Savings Bk. 


Superior* (Dougias)..............-.- See West Superio: 
wv n Gelforea). oeecccceccccccsccccces H. Pease 
aupaca* AUPACA)........---..--- Wheeler 
Wausau* (Marathon). Silverthorn. Hurley, an 
West ee o, aeseoga J. ARNOLD 
Refers to of Commerce Na 
tional 





aa 


Refers 
Buffalo* (Johnson) . oéstinnbee 


ame. ebedansesoenbet E. E. outa 
Sundance” (Crook) . . ere % GF 


CANADA. 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 
Fredericton (York) .............-+0.+- 


as ork Ww 
Moncton, (Westmoreland) .......... Harvey Atkinson 
8t. John* ‘St. OD i ecouséceginbcdndans A. W. McRae 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 
St. Johns (St. Johns)..............+.0-+- J. &J. Kent 


NOVA SCOTIA, 


HALTPAX® (Hall 


ax) 
HARRIS, HENRY & CAHAN. arria, 
. C.; William A. Henry, L L.B.; Charles 
Cahan, L.L.B.) Solicitors of Merchants’ 
and Union Banks of Halifax. Collections 
commercial, marine and admiralty practice; 


notaries. 
ROSS, MELLISH & MATHERS, 74 Bedford Row. 
Kefer to Halifax Banking Co. 
RUSSELL, ROSS & RUSSELL, 52 Bedford Row. 
Borden, Ritchie, Parker & Chisholm. Attorneys 
oe Nova Scotia. A. J. @ MeckONEn 
Bydne (Cape Breton)......... ac 
Commercial law and commercial correspondence a 
specialty. (See card.) 
Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)....... T. V. B. Bingay & Sens 


ONTARIO. 





(Robert E. H 


Chatham* (Kent) 
—— (Wentworth) GARSCACLEN CAMILLA f a ROSS 
yi — pany. 
Kingston (Pron benaneasdeumeiadiin Francis Kin 
Miadinees o WAGE, McKILLOP & MURPH 
Gages Magee, Cc. ; James B. McKillop, Thomas 
Ottawa (Onrkctee) MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McKAY 
Barristers, Solicitors, etc. Supreme Court 
La ta eek Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 


TORONTO* (¥ 

BEATTY BLACKSTOCK. NESBITT, Cnaeunes 8 
RIDDELL. (W. H. Beatty, Thos. G ibbe Blacks 
oe Tate “Blackstock, 2° Wallace 

Nesbitt, W. R. Riddell, E. M. wic 
= Galt, or Brouse, Da - 

Fask . Monro Grier 

McKay, C. W. Beatty olictvors for Bek of 
_ and 4 G. Dun & Co. 


CROMBIE, ie, wORRELL & & gwrNWe. 8) 18 King at., West. 
Solicitors f 


ontreal 
es MAPPELE & & BICKNELL: In ped 2 Seek 
nd for wd omg A 
Windsor ( ( ‘atterson, Leggatt rs Murphy 
seinen EDWARD ISLAND. 
Charlottetown" (Queens) .........-. FRED 2 all parte of 
° 


eeeeeee 


Summerside* (Prince) 


Pore eee eee es 


MONTREAL* (Montreal) 

ATWATER & MACKIE, 151 S. James st. Attorneys 
for and refer to Bank of Nova Scotia, Montreal, 
and Eastern Townships Bank. ~ ge 
Que. Mercantile collections, depositions 

a | practice. Kkehable correspondents 


Hy it Canada. 
aunnoudis & & BURROUGHS, Rooms 612, 613 and 
mcciBeon, roAviDson & b HOGLE (Robt. 5 McGib- 





Peers Davidson, Arthur F Hogle), 
Nev ‘ork Life Bldg. tors for Me 
Bank of Halifax, = Co., Manufac- 


turers’ Life InsuranceCo., 
W. A. WEIR, 138 St. James st. “Refers to Banque 


-Caron, Pentland & Stuart 


Vancouver (Vancouver).........-+++++--- . Hallett 
Victoria* (Victoria) ...... Drake. Jackson & Helmcken 


MANITOBA. 


Oe ee eee ee 


Calgary* (Alberta)............-.--0--- W. L. Bernard 
Edmonton (Alberta).............. 8. 8. & H. C. Taylor 
Assiniboia, Hamilton & Robson 


Regina ( 


ENCLAND. 


LONDON (Middlesex). ...NAPOLEON somes & CO. 
Solicitors of the Supreme 


pay ed ot hee Cc. 
Court. Paris oflico—i6 Place Vendéme. 
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ALABAMA, INDIANA. semana. 
DETROIT, MICHIGAN, 
BUSH & BROWN, Ellis & WALTERHOUSE, FRANK E. ROBSON, 
Attorneys at Law, Attorneys at Law, 1108.8 os Kkewn 
Reems 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, yee een Mercantile Litigation, Settlement of Es 


BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 
Bpecial attention to Commercial, Corporation and 
Insurance 








Practice in all the Courts of Ala. and the 
Supreme Court of the 
Unsurpassed faction for ma cy ~~ eames through- 
out the S' 
CALIFORNIA. 





Fimmons Associated Law Offices 


San Francisco, Portland, 
Emmons & Emmons, Att’'ys. Euuons & Emmons, Att’ys. 


Seattle, Tacoma. 
MoCiure & Bass, Att'ys. Murnay & Curistiay, Att’ys. 
Foreign Business a Specialty. 


Probate, insstveny and Corporat ration Law, Collections, and 
aking of Depositions, etc. 





FDWARD A. HOLMAN, 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
OAKLAND, CAL. 


References : wae National Bank and California Loan & 


Trust Company. 





ALBERT 8. LONGLEY, Attorney at Lav, 


Law Buildipg, Les Angeles, Cal. 
and Seieeuiien Law; Estates of non residents 
: Investments and general law business. 
References : —Viret National sank of Los Angeles and 
—— Bank of California ; Second and Fourth National 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 








COLORADO, 





COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO. 
JAMES E. McINTYRE, 
Attorney at Law, 


Corporati Mercantile and Realty Law. Unequalled 
facilities for Collections ‘snd Depositions. : 


Refers to First National and El Paso County Banks. 








ILLINOIS. 


RATTY, MuLAREN, 
JARVIS & CLEVELAND, 
Lawyers, 





THOMAS CRATTY. 
CHAS. M. MAC LAREN. 
©. B. OLEVELAND. 
WM. B JARVIS. 


Thirteenth Floor, 
Security Building, 
LFRED E. MANNING. 
w. D. LATIMES. CHICAGO. 


COMMERCIAL AND CORPORATION LAW. 


MARK C. FARR, 
Attorney and Counselor, 
Suite 610, 36 LaSalle St., CHICAGO, ILL. 





Special attention given to settlements and adjustments 
without court litigation. 
Ee References given when required. 


JOSEPH O. MORRIS, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Suite 1901 and 1902 Chamber of C ce, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 








Commercial, corporation and real estate law. Special ex- 
4 macivens ae iit —y and adjustments. 
can Savings Bank, eng 


References : 
& Moen te co" and iibbara Spencer, Bartlett 4 Co, 
Chicago and special references, bank or Seepeunatie, in any 





D., W. SHOUDY, 
Attorney at Law, 


Notary in Office. ROCKFORD, ILL. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 


MUNCIE, . . INDIANA. 


Refer to Citizens’ National Bank. 


HEROD & HEROD, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


14, 15, 16 and 17 Fletcher Bank Building, 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 











LOUISIANA. 


J OSEPH N. WOLFSON, 
Attorney at Law and Notary Public, 


Corporation, Insurance and Commercial Law andCollections 
a specialty. 
Rooms 304 to 307 Liverpool & London & Globe Building, 
NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
References: Union Nat. pox. pastrepegien Nat. Bank and 
R. G. Dun & Co., New Orleans, G. F. sean and Ameri- 
ring < ng ., Boston, Mass.; Gilnert 
. Victor & Achelis, Freedman Bros. 
¥ hi Shriver, Bartiett & co. 
J. Bamberger, Philadelphia, Pa.; W.H.H. 
and Shriver, ett & © Ca, Baltimore, "Md. ; Na 
ions Collection Co., Snow, Church @ Co and Mack, Stad- 
ler & Co. Cincinnati, Ohio : Field e Fifield, Minneapolis, 
Mina. & Mayer, Cratty Bros. and Jarvis 


Kraus & 
Cleveland, Chicago. ill. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 
ESTABLISHED 1878. 


RICHARD C. BAYLDONE, 
Attorney for 
COLLECTIONS wa SETTLEMENTS 


31 MILK STREBRT, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


Referen 
A. Macy, Ese x bu t. BRADSTREET’S, Boston. 
Bank Kefere: ¥ Esa. 4 
Manufacturers’ National Bank, Boston. 


GS PRA GUE & WASHBURN, 


Attorneys at Law, 
105 Summer St., BOSTON, MASS. 

















(Room 4.) 
c' 





Counsel of the 
INTERSTATE LAW CO. 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 
Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 
Federal Courts. 


Bank references on application. 


THE MERCANTILE 


LAW COMPANY, 
Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS & COMMERCIAL LAW. 


Boston Representative 
Associated Law and Collection OF Offices. 


BEVERLY K. MOORE, Pres’t and Manager. 
Kendall, Moore & Burbank, Genera! Counsel. 








W. W. Ricsz. Cuas. M. Ricz 
RICE, KING & RICE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 

Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Office Block, Wercester, Mass. 
FRectaS | ms ALL STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 

Especial attention given to ot Probate and 
Commercial Law. Patent La’ Litigation a specialty. 
A Collection Department in the Uffice we!! organized. 


Stenographers and writers in office give attention 
to the taking of depositions. 


Refer to any Bank or Business House in Worcester. 


Henry W. Kixe, 
Notary Pubdlic. 








MICHIGAN, 


Send your Michigan Collections to 
THE CREDIT & COLLECTION CO. 


Suite 28, Buhl Building, 
DETROIT, - MICHIGAN. 


METCALF B. HATCH, General Attorney. 








Refers to People’s Bank. 


tates, any a 
Datrott 

sinepel 6 Co. Standart in io aa 

Oineinnati—J. A. Graft & Co.; Chicago—E. B. 7 

CuaRLes W. CasGRarn. WILLIAM L. Mason, 

J. EMMET SULLIVAN. Vincent R. Dwrzz, 


CASGRAIN, SULLIVAN, 
MASON & DWYER, 


Attorneys at Law, 
602 to 605 Hammond Building, DETROIT, MICH, 
Reference :—State Savings Bank. 


WILLIS S. MEADE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
CRANAGE at BAY se MICH. 
* —-+-A4 aan especially for tea FA 5 

selling in North Michigan. tally for wholes 


JENNER E. MORSE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 

1 and 2 Heavenrich Block, 
SAGINAW, East Side, MICHIGAN, 
A well equipped, systematized collection office. 
Attorney and Agent for Foreign Corporstions. 
Refers to People’s Savings Bank. 


‘Ailan Sheldon, Samual: 
Pf a 




















MINNESOTA, 


C. 7. CRANDALL, 
Attorney, 


424 Chamber of Commerce. ULUTH, MINN, 
Mercantile, Corporation and Mining Law. 
Remittances for collections made promptly. 
page secuty Bank of Duluth; Clyde Iron Works, 


FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
Lawyers, 


UMBER EXCHANGE, MINNEAPO! Mrxyw. 
5-6-7 wee" Gzamam AMER. BaNk K BLpe, or. AUL, MrvE, 


Walter V. Finteld; J.C. Fifield, Notary Public; G. W. 
Fifield; E.H.C C.D. @ 
Notary Publis 8. A. 
MERCANTILE LAW anv COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY 








otter to Hiewe Bank, Minneapolis, National 
German-A.n¢ crican Hank, st-Paul and the feeding JODuINg 


Minnesota Items for Collection sent to 
J. F. HILSCHER, 


412-413 New York Life Building, ST. PAUL, MINN. 
WILL RECEIVE PROMPT ATTENTION, 
Commercial law and collections. Real Estate law and 
foreclosures. Interest of non-residents cared for. 

Attorney for Netherlands-American Mortgage Bank 
Uithuizen, Holland. - 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank, St. Paul, Minn 











MISSISSIPPI. 


CHAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI 
Refer to Bank of of which said Chas. Scott 


Rosedale, 
Tey Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn.; 
National Bank, New York City. 











MISSOURI, 


GERRIT H. TEN BROER 
Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 


Louis References (unsolieited and without permission) 
ginte Bank ; Samuel Cupples Woodenware 


New York References :—Collins, Downing eo BEF Free 


304 Nerth Sth Street, 
(Turner Building.) Rooms 61, 62, 68, 64, 6 








References :—Dime Savings Rank and John L. Harper & 
Co., Bankers, Detroit. 


ST. {@UIR. Me. 









“INGERSOLL & PEYTO 







~ “| ' Fy 


ATTORNEYS at Law, 


» Special attention te Corporation and Commercial 


EEnoxvite, : 


es 


Tenn. 


to East Tenn. Nat. 





ry AMERICAN LAWYER. 











NEBRASKA. 





H.M. UTTLEY, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
O’NEILL, NEBRASKA. 
Commercial and Corporation Law a Specialty. 
Depositions taken as Notary or under Commission. 
General and Legal Business promptly attended to. 
Seventeen years’ active practice in the courts. 








NEW JERSEY. 


FrREDERICK PARKER, 


Counselor at Law, 
Supreme Court Commissioner ard Specia. 
Master in Chancery. 
FREEHOLD, NEW JERSEY. 


Collections ptly made. Special attention given to 
of titles to real estate. 


Refers to The Central National Bank of Freehold, N.J. 











NEW YORK. 


|. E. BEEGHLY, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO, 
COLLECT WS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 


References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 


CUMMINGS & McBRIDE, 

MA aa. -, ° — —_ - OHIO. 

Commercial and Corporation Law a Specialty. 
Reference : Any Bank in Mansfield, Ohio. 








OREGON. 


fimmons Associated Law Offices 


San Francisco, Portiand, 
Emmons & Emmons, Act’ys. Emmons & Emmons, Att’ys. 








Seattle Tacoma 
McCLuURE & Bass, Att'ys. Murray & CuRistiax, Att’ys. 
Fereign Business a Speciaity. 


Probate, Insolvency and Co am Law, Collectio and 
the Taking of Deposition, to 





CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
Suite 150-160, 





) ey F. ———. 96 Breadway 

ARBTHUE C. F and 

MaRsuaLL B. CLARKE. 6 Wall Serems 
Grorce W. ScHURMAN. NEW YORK. 


Counsel for Western National Bank; of Counsel for the 
Chnemicai Nationa! Bank. 





NITED MERCANTILE 


UNCORPORATED) 4SSOCIA TION. 
310 dD. Ss. Mergan Bldg, BUFFALO, N. ¥. 


slocemmmey oF. CREDIT ogine FOR ERIE 
NIAGARA COU 


ssahiaaes nc te reports aaane ~~ 
Collections made by an unrivalled system in all parts of the 
United States and 
Sprague, Moot, Sprague & Brownell, Attorneys. 
Refer-nce: The City Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 


BENJ. M. FOWLER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
56 Market St., POUGHKEEPSIE, N. ¥. 
* “References :—Fallkill. Nat'l Bank and City Nat’! Bank. 
Locsi Attorney for American Surety Co. . 
NOTARY PUBLIC. 


CH. ARLES ROE, 
Attorney and‘ Counselor at Law, 
1002-1004 Wilder Bidg, ROCHESTER, N.Y. 
GENERAL PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 








Collections and all legal business attended to promptly. 
References: The Flour City National of Rochest 


JOHN T. WHALLEY, 


Attorney at Law—WNotary Public, 
415 Chamber of Commerce, 
PORTLAND, OREGON. 


COLLECTIONS, FoRECLOsURES, TiTLEs, Erc., Erc. 
in Multnomah, Clackamas, Columbia, Washington and 
Yamhill Coun Oregon, and in Clarke County, State 
of Washington. ferences furnished. 











PENNSYLVANIA. 


J. M. C. RANCK’S 
Law and Collection Office, 
136 Wyoming Avenue, ~. Scranton, Pa. 


lvania. 
sm every Covnty. 











SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M' ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Bread St., Charilesten, 8. C. 
Federal Courts. 








Merchants’ Bank of Rochester; The Rochester Trust & 
Safe Deposit Co. 


Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON & WELLS, 


8 Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N. Y. 
General Practice in all Courts. Collections a specialty. 


Third National Bani Commercial Bank ; 
tney rowing On. iy Me Carthy @ Sons. 











OHIO. 





FrRANK P. KIBLER, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Rooms 12 and 13 Dannemiller Block, 
CANTON, OHIO. 
; sollectipns. pepositions taken; Notary Put Pubile and Steno- 


in offices 
—The Farmers’ Bank ; Hon. G. E. Baldwin ; 
Sons, Wholesale 


‘Hon. 7. MeCarty, and B B. Dannemiller & 








SM YTHE & LEE, 

Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
7 & 9 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 
PRACTICE 1x THe STATE, AND ALL FEDERAL COURTS. 


Refer : To all banks, ans to James Adger & ge poem, 
& Co., Coosaw .» Charleston, A 
mont & o” Western Union Tel 
ville —< Co., Dunham, 
Xorg City j dard Oll Co., Louisvilie. 
Coal, Iron TOR ie Teall allroad Co., Nashville, T 








SOUTH DAKOTA 


yey BAILEY § VOORHEES, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Rooms 6, 7, 8. 19, 20,21 and 22 
Masonic Temple, 
SIOUX FALLS, SOUTH DAKOTA. 


for 8. G. Dun & Co. ; ; UMnols Central 1 Railroad 
7 Union Tel ph Co. ; Siaadahe National 
Bank of Sioux Falls and -Aierican Loan & Trust 
Co. Refer to on? udge, Bank or Semen House in South 
Dakota. Especial attention id to business of non-resi- 
dent clients and collections given prompt attention by our 
collection department. 








TEXAS, 


STONEWALL TINGLE, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Nerth Texas Bank Bldg, DALLAS, TEX 





Practice limited to Commercial, Coxporation. Land 


and the len of funds. Ori, 











UTAH. 
EVANS & ROGERS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
OGDEN, UTAR. 
acbarommar Der NetenelPash eer Soe Bay 
WASHINGTON, ¥ 





Fimmons Associated Law Offices 
San Francisco, Pertiand, 

Emmons & Emmons, Att’ys. Emmons & Emmons, Attys. 

McCLURE Ee a wrve, Munnay & CunseTia®, Att'ys 
Fereign ere a Specialty. 


Probate, ihe Paki aking rot ot Depositions, ag bn Collections, and 





WEST VIRGINIA. 





Jous A. HuTCHINSOR. Juo, F. HuTCHINeoOE. 
H. P. Campen. 


utchinson, Hutchinson 


Parkersburg, W. Va. & Camden, 
Corporation and Commercial Law, 
Special attention to Collections throughout West Virginia. 
Lanp Trrizs LyvEsTiGaTED. 
Chief Counsel West Le TES GOS 2 3 


References :— { First National Bank; © Citizens’ Nat’) Bank 








CANADA, 


A. J. G. MACECHEN, 


Notary arrister and Attorney at Law, 


— | Commissioner Supreme Court of Newfoundland 
Nova Scotia 
= - = Quebec. 


Office: South Charlotte Street, 

Syduey, Cape Breton, Neva Scotia, CANADA. 

COMMERCIAL LAW AND COMMERCIAL 
CORRESPONDENCE A SPECIALTY. 

Prompt mere ey ae wee be ee Aa — 


References 
of Nova =, North Syd 
H say a Sec 


MacBonaia, Srovince ot Wota tontin 


PATENT LITIGATION. 


_—e—_—re" 








pica 
Halifas Hon, den 








PODPDLD OD IIB MOOemm mrrmrcpmrs Www" 


TILLIAM PIRTLE HEROD, 
Attorney at Law. 
Counsel in Patent Litigation. 
Fletchers’ Bank Bldg, INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 


EXPER! IN PATENT CAUSES. 
HUBERT E. PECK, 


629 F Street, Washington, D. C. 











fa 
sis 
a ag _ AH 


ED. 


SY 


Lz 


tw 


~~, in De De ae eee 








ASSOCIATE FOR ATTORNEYS BEFORE UNITED 
STATES PATENT OFFICE. 


Specialties :—Appeals; Interferences; Foreign Patents, 
and Preparation of Papers in Patent Sutis. 





Best references. Write me 









